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Prac. Cases

Danger of employing unlearned conveyancers
commented on, and the expediency of throwing
safeguards round the practice of conveyancing
in some such way as is done in Manitoba point-
ed out.

CANADA 1,AV

NOTES 0F CAN.

1 rb 1883e
PRACTICE CASES. After appearance and on the ist of June'

the plaintiffs obtained a surnmons frofl, theloa

judge at B3elleville, returnable on th, 6th Jtitieî
Armour, j.] Dune. 5. to show cause why final judgrnent should flot e

MACNEE V. ONTARio BANK. signed against the defendant under rule 80 0-A

On te 5h jue te deendntsobtaifleda Pré"Division Courts-Rule 285 O. J. A.-Prohibiion. Onte5hJn h eednsthe 6th
atnasudeothFisDiiinC *J tepanisotnea fl1OThe County Judge of the County of York, ci:/e order for securi for csvrons Ilseactig a Juge o th Fist Dvison ourt in aside the order for security for costs. r h

that County, upon the application of the de- 8t0uetepaitf1oebslt hi o
fendants, made an order, under Rule 285 O. J.mn ostasd h re forsertyb
A., for the examination of a witness de bene esse, coss n o aet injdret tN'wlc
and dismissed a subsequent motion by the plain- ýpocd
tiff to set it asicle. no cause was shown except that the proca

were stayed by the order for security. 'flihe
The plaintiff then moved for an order for a judge set aside the order for security, and g.twrit of prohibition to prohibit the said Division leave to the plaintiffs to sign final judgmnent

Court proceeding, and admitting, at the trial, the action.
the evidence taken under the order on the Upon appeal to CAMERON, J.--fa
ground that the County Judge had flot any juris- He/d, that the order for security %vas 1
diction to make the order. much binding force as if it had beeli and te

I-e/d, that the County Judges may, in their an application to a judge or mnaster, cldtee
discretion, apply the rules of the O. J. A. to moment it was served it suspended a,, Pro

the Division Courts, and that the County Judge ings. That the defendants have no defnelhad jurisdiction *to niake the order complained the mierits is not a ground upon which tl Ov
G. Be/l, for plaintiff. He/d also, that the application for seciiy'0
W. Barwick, for defendant. costs was mnade at the proper titfle. t otOrder of the local judge rescinded ~ItC~to be costs in the cause to the defendants 0a»

Boyd, C.] [June 18. C/lément, for the defendants.
Ay/esworii, for the plaintiffs.

Ln/erirni a/irnony- Tirnie.
Alimony only runs from the service of the

writ where no delay has taken place. This does
flot mean that the plaintiff should take the full
time allowed by the rules of Court, but should
be diligent in the conduct of the suit and ex-
pedite it as much as possible.

IH. Casse/s, for the plaintiff.
I-oy/es, contra.

Boyd, C.] [june 19,

NORTH 0F SCOTLAND v. BEARP- "Prccpe judgrnent (?JJorec/os.ure1-lrtkr

W.Brimmd / tynf d for
W arik, for the plaintiff, mDOYe n

direction to the Registrar of the Chyc. utreita
sert in a pef judgment of foreclO

mortgage suit, an order for immediate pa) he is
of the amount due by the defendafit uind 1_
covenant up tojudgment. The registrart tar

rJOURNAL [uw t

ADIAN CASES. [Pr.tC. <

Cameron, Ji] [June 19.

1BANK 0F NOVA SCOTIA v. LA RIOCgg
Motion for judrntent unider Rule 8o 0-.J/ A'

AaconStay of proceedings. nl'ed byctvitn upon a promissory note, serti
edb rtof summons. By the endorsd atl

it appeared that the plaintiffs resiued


