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He/d, that the repor 't of the Master undersuch reference was flot subject to the provisionsof Rule 848 «is to confirmation by filing andlapse of tirne, but' that any time after it wasmadle, a motion for judgment upon it was inorder under Rule 753, and upon such motionthe Court could adopt it wholly or in part, andany party dissatisfled with it might, before oron the return of the motion for judgment, move
to set it aside or vary it.

W. H-. Blake for the plaintiff.
Langton for the defendant.

FERGUSON, J.]
IN RE MURRAY.

.'nfants-Sep vice on Officiai guardian-Quiet-
ing Tit/es Act.

In a proceeding by petition under the Quiet-ng Tities Act service on the Officiai guardian isgood service upon infants Who are required tobe notifled of the proceedings.
H. ÀD. Gambie for petitioner.

FALCONBRIDGE, J.]
P>AYNE v. NEWBERRY.

[Feb. î,j*

[Feb. 18.

Costs-Security for-Motion for iudg,ent u,,
der Ru/e 739 -Ru/e r25yî.

Since the passing of Rule 125 1, the practicesanctioned by Doer v. Rand, i0 P.R., 165, andAnR/o.American Casings Co. v. R /iib., 3 9 1,is no longer applicable.
And where a plaintiff against whom a Proecipeorder for security for costs had been obtainedmoved to set it aside, and for judgment underRule 739 without paying $5o into Court underRule 1251, bis motion was dismissed.
E. Tay/our Eng/ish for plaintiff.
Dou g/as Armour for defendant.

Q.B.D., Ct.]

DANAHER v. LITTLE.

[Feb. 12.

COStS-Scale of-Iurisdiktion of CountY Court
-Tite to land

The plaintiff, by his statement of clain, allegedthat he was and had been for more than sixyears the owner of certain land, which was un-,Occupied, and claimed damages for timber cut

by the defendant on such land. The defenda1t,
by bis statement of defence, disputed the plain-
tiff's dlaim, and set up certain facts by way O
confession and avoidance. The action wa5
brought in the High Court, but the plaintiff re-
covered only $120 damages.

He/d, that under the pleadings the plaint'f
was obliged to prove bis titie to the land, alld
therefore the County Court would have had "0O
juLrisdiction, and the costs should be on the scale
of the High Court.

J. B. C/arke for plaintifl.
Langton for defendant.

CENTRAL PRESS ASSOCIATION v. AMERICA14

PRESS ASSOCIATION.

Discovery-E-apzination of officer oJ comrntY
-Refusai to attend~ Motion to strike Of"
companys defence.

There is no power to strike out the defence Of
an incorporated Company for the refusai of a21
officer to attend for examination for disC0Veil'
Badgerow v. Grand Trunk Rai/way Co., '3 p.Z.,
132, approved.

McCrimrnon for plaintiffs.
C. J. Ilman for defendants.

Law Students' Departinente
EXAMINATlION BEFORE HIL4 4R>

TERM* 1890.

CERTIFICATE 0F FITNESS.

Mercanti/e Law - Statutes-Practice.

Examiner-R. E. KINGSFORD.

i. A. is agent for B., and as such effectS
sale for B. by fraudulent misrepresentatioll at
high price. A. is subsequently compelled Y
the purchaser to refund the money. He 1
sued byB. torecover the price. How far qb00 le
he succeed ? Why ?

2. What is a Charter Party? What artct
customary stipulations?

3. A. is mortgagee of chattels under a chat
mortgage whereby the mortgage !debt is oD

122

FALCONBRIDGF, J.1 [Feb. 18.


