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as to the extremle tel-mil'us to vitiate the Iland several notes of W. & S. and H. W. weredemise, as Inay be exemplified by the given to secure debts due by the firm-andcase of a dermse to A for lîinety-nine shortly afterwards both W. S. and H. W.years, if he "0 long live, wvhich is a valid made assignments iu insolvency,lemise. Ibild (Moss, J. A.), rèversing the decision of
The fol()W*the County Court, that under section 84 of theThe follow ing ssggse (uject to Insolvent Act of 1875, the holder of these notesremarks ab1Ove made as to it) as ai p was entitled to prove agrainst thepatesipropriate clause to create the position ()f estate for bis dlaim, less the amount at whichlandordand enat ata rnt a ret se- he valiied the separate liability of H. W., andl a n d o r d a n d t e n a t a a e n t s r n t e r - t h e p a r t n e r s h i p c r e d t o r s n o t h a v i n g, a s s u m e d

Vice this liability, against the estate of H. W. for"And the mrortgagee leases to the mortgagor the full amounItof the debt.said lands until tbe raid tlay of The rule against double proof in sncb casesone tbousand eight hundred and was impliedly repealed by the GOth sec. of the(or from year to year) undis- Insolvent Act of 1869, which contained theturbed by the mortgagee or anyone claiming same provisions as ,the 84th section of the In-througli or under him, he, the mortgagor, lis solvent Act of 1875.executors, admjnistrators or asstnis, paying Re Dodqe v. Biudd, 8 C. L. J. N. S., 50,therefor in every year during the said terni, commented on, and disapproved of.on each and every of, and on the sanie days, asin the above prov-iso for redemption appoiuted 
Appeal allowedfor payment of interest, sncb rent or sum asequals in amouint the amount of interest pay-able oni sucb dax-s respectively, according tosaid proviso, witbout any deduction. OFro i>Q. B~. [Doc. 17.And it is agreed that sncb paymients, when 

OCNOj.luNmacle as aforesaicl, shall respectively be taken 1Rrýdeu-e -Field Notes of <le<eased Suirveyor- Ad-and be in1 ail respects in satisfaction ami pay- mi1s1iiyofment of the said interest tben payable; pro- In order to prove the boundary between lotsVided always, and it is agreed, that in case ' n ,ntso uvymd yadcaeaniv one or more of the covenants or agree- andnd4 enntefasre ad boo ia wbichhe
m e nt h e ein f t e m o tg a o r b u n r u e k e p t a d ia ry o f m a tte rs p riv a te a n d p ro fe ssio n -or be unobserved or broken at auy tiine, the al, were tendlered in evidence. The first entrym'ortgagee, bis heirs or assigns, may enter onl which it was desired to reail was as follows:the said lands or any part thoreof, in the name "O6tb Junie, 1877. Got NIr. A%. to show meof the whole, Without any prior demand or the stake between Nos. 2 and 4, " &c. In an-notice, and take and retain possession thereof, ohrpr ftebo h olwn nr pand dletermine the said lea.ýe" 

c te atc h ck h olwu nr p
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Co URT 0FO APèE AL.

Froiii C. C., Lincoln.] [Sept. 27.
ký RE HARPER WILSON, AN JNSOLVENT.

!so8()veit A4ct ltS75, 8ec. 8
4-Doubl proof.

'l. W. carried on l)usineés separately,' andai a ember of the firru of W. & S. The joint

I)eared

D. Boulton, Esq., £2 16, 3
At, D. Boulton's 4

3 O 3 Pd.

There was no evidence that at or about the
tinie of the first entry Bonîton had any interest
in either lot 3 or 4, but it was sought to con-
neut the two entrieg by proving tha. Boulton
acquired title to lot 2 on the 23rd Angust,
1827, and to lot 3' on the 28th January. Sur-
vevors were not under any obligation at that
time to make "notes of surveys, and it waa not
proved that thé entry was made contempora-
neously with the transaction.

Held, (Hagarty, C. J. C. P. Moss, C. J. A.


