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Ony,.:{dd’ that the phrase “ Effectually prosecute his said appeal » is syn-
5B, gué with “ Prosecute his said appeal with success.” Perreau V. Beven,
cessful] . 284, that having failed in his appeal, the appeal had not béen suc-
Were Suy Prosecuted, and that defendants must pay on the bond on which they
reties the amount of the judgment recovered.
menf’dd’ also, that a County Court judge can amen '
» and add words which have been omitted through error or accid
?’:zrrz‘n:elon, Q.C., for defendants.
€maine, Q.C., for plaintiff.

d his final order for judg-
ental slip.

En
Bane] [May 18.

Adjoy, Mclsaac v. McNEIL.
um’;”mft of motion for writ of certiorari 1o allow defective
,er C.R. 1891, rule 29, to be remedied.

our}:h:;nftiﬁ having recovered .judgment against defend.ar.lt in a Justices’

P,laii ?nda“.t moved for a writ of Cfartiorallri, to remove it into this Court.
ule 5 0;'“ objected that the afﬁdawt.s of justification of bail regutred by
Yas not aq¢ the Crown Rules were defective, and that a copy of the judgment
Avits of ached n accordance with the practice. Leave to file ﬁ.xrther affi-
0 enal)leJ}:‘?t‘ﬁCatlon, to bring in a copy of the judgment, and an adjournment
im to do so, were granted to defendant. An order was taken out

t
Whick a1 A
e a:i'd]m contained provisions that the affidavits be served on plaintiff before
_“Journed hearing, and that he be at liberty to raise at said adjourned
ff appealed from this

eal']n - .
Ordey. 8 any question as to the filing so allowed. Plainti

affidavit

and that plaintiff was

H,
Prep €/, that the Judge might adjourn in this way,
the adjourned

Na . .
ture in his appeal. He should have awaited the result of

e&nng_

Towyg
Hiyp . VNSHEND, ], delivered the judgment of the Court, WEATHERBE and

NR
Y, JJ, Conc“rring'
Cas, €agher, contra.
“Aan, for defendant.

ulton, for plaintiff.
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Sah‘sf ' MAGUIRE 2. CARR. . ‘

Plain:m‘m of judgment—Irregularily as to filing salisfadl.on pu:’fe.
XCeption :::_f recovered judgment in 1883 against defendant, which with the
The ; $110 was shortly satisfied. .
Such ass;mdgm"'“t was thereafter assigned several times, but no notice of any
o p aint,gnments was given defendant. In October, 1885, one H., as z}ggnt
takj a iff, delivered to defendant a satisfaction piece signed by the.plamt.lﬁ’,
the regisT\Ote for $110. Defendant thereupon filed the satisfaction piece with
afterwar trar of deeds, believing this to be the correct practice. Shortly
Quen s t}}e note was renewed in three parts, payable to H., who subvse-
faring of the irregularity as regards the filing of the S.P., and being



