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of 52 Vict, c, t2, providing that iio farther pto-
ce.ings shal be bas! in a Division Court &#oer a
traflscript ta another Division Court without an
order or affidavit.

,AvrIeeîvrth, Q.C., and Chapb/e, for the appel.

/',~dQ.C., and E. 1). Armou~r, Q.C., for
the reâporideflt,

HAi .Ros.

Io C Luri of p~a- Order fur com-
,n iffi/ ofjuik'nienl tteblo> -R. S. 0,, e. 47, s. .p

i.'oifly Courl apAal- - Ccrtfcatéo ljrdg
Objeclion ta .xecri-I.j'-akng avwy iiA

pri in de'blor i gieo/ of axzy catinty wkere he
wYbt fdwiid- Ritle vi.

i. An appeai lies ta the Court of Appeai from
i de of the juthge of a County Court, in a

Coil Court action corniiiit;ing the defendant
to g.itnI, upon his~ exainination as a judginent

det~ifor cîTnceatinx or making away with his
prowMrty in order tu defeat or deirautd bis cred-
jtor,,. Surh an order is, in its nature, final, and
îherefore cornes within li-8. 2 Of s. 42 of the
Co'ty Courts Art, R.S.O., c. 47, as coiitrolied
by the proviso at the e, d of the section.

fi is not a valid objection to an appeat that
ttieJudge of the Coutity Court has net, in certify-
i the proceeditigs, expresed in his certificate

thwt they art certified "to the Court of Appeat.'1
.The Court of Appeal wviil not entertain an

obiect ion ta the. weurity upon thec appeaigiven
in ttie Catinty Court appeaied train.

4. Li aplieared that the. judginent delitoyrs
wife hi norigaged her farrn for the purpose of
payttig soit of bis debti,, and that atr the
thort.tgt. instead of bis continuing to work the'
fàrii fur bis own benetit or on shares with hi:
wifé ns he hati formerIy don., lie had agreed
thot until the. mortgage was paid off he woutd
work it tiir h4s wif alone.

Ihadtli ïbis arrangemnent was net illegat
ttt-4' unîU"b!., and! on~ »& peiucîpi couid it
be sa;d that it wu% a niahing away vitli prop-
erty in ortte w doent or defraud. cs'editors,

$ Tt>ee order dicetd t"a thse defendant
tliouid be Smte te tise counity gaoi of L.

Oaof Y *ecwsY inWbh huemigue b.

* Jdd that.ehis *as wrong and! ne warrstte
by Rt. 933, but it -wu not a g rouna ÛWIe*i
thse order aside ahtogether.

.4*mw~iorIk, Q.C., for te appellant.
W.- R. Mvre,*M, Q. c.I for thle ris pond ent.

(Marcs S.

MCGILI. V. GRAND> IRuNK Rv. Ca.

Where it ww% sworn ttînt the forernan of the
freigtt departitent at une of the- defendant's
statickns agreed to huave certain trees forwarded
ta a stationi not on the defendant's line, but on a
conhîecting line, it was

Feld, that this was e0 dence tn b. submitted
ta a jury of a conitract ta that effect binding
the deferidants, and that a nonsuit was wrong.

The masure of damages against carriers for
no n.delivery of tries considered.

judgrnent of the County Court of Middlesex
reversed, H4AO.RTY, C.O., dissmnting.

6. IV iltarsh for the appellants,
H. S. Osirer for the respondents.

*The. Master-in'Ordinary.1 [March 16.

WLTEIIN CÂrAOA) L. & S. Co. v'. Hitaxou.

HéI4 that the. Englîsh practice giving mne
*pvtiod for redemption for sev'erai subsequent
*Mu--tgagues is in force hert.

1 hat tiiero rnust be apecîat retusons and cir-
cutriâtances shown tu warrant a departure from
the settled practice of the court ini giving stuc-
cessive petiods for redeniption in otdlnary mort-
mae cases, as illustrated by the decisions in

Wwv. Wod Si L-j. Chy. 584 ; Lmisw v.
jAberni ard P. Co., 5o LT. RtP. 451; Ed.

wr&> v. MaW»~p, 28 ..J. Ch. 4q.
A. H.~ O'.ri for thepti
F. 7'ý £«*M for thse derendant Wagner.
R. A«KA'cy for other defendants.
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