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consent te ail the purchase iaoney being paid into Court and to
reniain thvre until the infant joint tenant shall corne of age,
andJ thevreafter to be deait with by agreement between thern, or
further order, the order inay go sanctioniiig the sale, and li
that case the ceosts of this motion will be payable out of the pur-
éhase moniey. If not, he was unable to sc how he could properly
compromise the possible prospective righta of the infant ini the
way souight, and the motion will be dismisaed without eosts. I.
S. Lazier, for the aduit brother. F. W. Hlarcourt, K.C., for the
inifant.

LAND OwNiýRs LimiTED V. BOLANDp-SUTHiERLAND, J., IN CIIAM-
Bins-Nov. 13.

AÂccoutt-Cuznge of oWor- tieofDiunian-
Ne.w I'taintii/.1-Motion by the plaintifrs for an order f'or ac-
coUnit. SI TH IZLANO , J., Said that thle p)]laintif collnpany.,stc
the lannini-lzg ot' thie motion, having obtained ani order ehantigin)g
sgjicitors, and having through theiir nevw soxlic!itors tiled and]
aorved a notice of discontinuance, the action is mit an end and
the motion moust be dismissed. The defendantfs will be entitled
tu thevir costs , uinder the circurnstances, a.s against the plaintiffs.
Ile did nlot think he could now, or should, if he Iad the powe-r,
in view of the factoso8 much in dispute, make an order as aoked
by Plickmrian on his consent filed, joining him as a plaintiff, or
substituiting 'him as sueli in this action as brought on his own
beha1f or on behalf of himself and ail other shareholders of the
plaintiff company. J. J. Gray, for the motion. Grayoon Smith,
for the company. J. H1. Spence, for the defendants.

QU>EBEz BANK V. FREELAND-MASTER IN 4JHAMBER-NOV. 13.

Promissory Note-Motion for Speedy Judgm)ent-Examna-
lion by De fendants of Plaint iffs Officer-Discosuire of Facts En-
liling to Defend--Object of Cou. Rudk 0-ots1Ato on
a promissÀory note in whieh a motion for speody judgmnent wvas
made under Rule 603. For the purpose of resisting the motion
Mr. Strickland, a local manager of the plaintiffs, %Vas exainied
at great lengtli and it was praetically conceded by counsel for
the plaintiff that bis examination disclosed sucli a state of facts
a iould entitle the defendants to, have leave te defend. It was
8iso admitted by counsel for both parties that the examination


