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ed the writ of execution, but did f also> that it was necessary
not prove the judgment, and the tor the sec°nd execution creditors 
evidence was conflicting as to f° Prove> 35 against third parties, a 
whether the property in the goods-*llcpment as we^ 38 an execution. 
passed to W. on 30th December, the A new tria! 
day of sale, or on* 3rd January,’ the out costs to eilher party, 
day he took possession. ’ Per Killam, J.— The second

debtors by the distress, and Ehe ^ MaCd°nM v'

placing of the execution in the .......................................
sheriff s hands bound the goods Writ of execution — Erroncous 
subject to the distress. statement therein ofdate of 'judgment

The sheriff rnay make a qualified — Ea/idity thcreof— Irregularitv— 
se^ure subject td“- the distress, Amemlment—Duty of sheriff—Oi 
which will be binding upon thtstn‘ctind sheriff's officer.

Tng under him°T tllose cla'm" See Criminal Law, 2.

Belcher v. Patten, 6 C. B. 608, 
followed. EXTHADITION.

Held, also, that the purchase ^arrant of committal—Form of 
money was owing to the landlord ff^^^n — Amcndment of— 
orhis bailiff only and that ther<tV?n‘rcUy-Orderin CouncU~proof 
was no privity between the purchas- V—United States-Local law of 
er and the judgment debtor, and no one, Corroborative evidence1
attachable debt owing from the ~Jud,c.lal not'ce will be taken of 
purchaser to the judgment debtor. X ^ m Council published with 

Wright, 2 H. & N. ‘he Dommion Statutes pursuant to 
527, and Via tes v. JEastwood, 6 Ex Ci s- 9.
805, followed. ' Re Stanbro, 2 M. R. ], followed.

Held, also, that the money hav- th» wT^ v of comn'ittal, under 
ing been paid into court under the n„™,>ad °n,Act’ of a fugitive 
garnishing order, the garnishings^rafm!Fenvr thc foreig" 
creditors had a prima facie claim sio, ’ Ap" "cltln| thf aPprehen- 
uponit, and notwithstanding the L “ u* ,\aac“sed> tlla‘ he had 
form of the issue, the onus was on Lt the Tud^f  ̂‘he Judge- and 
the execution creditors to prove he shn.dl h ' ’ad de,emil"ed that 
their claim. ha should be surrendered, continu-

Heldalso, that the right of theaccusTd of" thdm'^ bei"g 
second execution creditors to the and also „r th! • forg«y
money^ depended wholly on thewhatwas forged'wUhin the‘3
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