
ReE L \!OS l'IRE INS. Co.

gÎveu on 3lst -May, 1905. 'l'ie defendant luis itled au adI1-
davit which Proceeds on Ille îheory that the action is broughit
on the first acceptance. He aI1uges certain transactions ani
agruen-s whieli ail occurred. before the rene-%al was rive1.
aidl there is, therefore, strictlv speaking, no auswer to u i
motion. Counisel for defendant stated tlîat this is a inistzàc,
andi asked leave to withdraw this affidavit and file another.

I)efendant lbas f ull knowiudge of ail the factýs, andi, a,ý a
soicitor, îs weIl awaru' of mhat w-ouId constitute a sutlicient

answer to tlîs mtotion. Aîîd it \vas fot ururasoitably argueti
thait th înisIîlk, if mistaku it w aS, is a niîîîtr Iu raiseul
as Io there lieiligl ainy ruai defenee. :Sieli doubt is to be
qiuiereti flot by filin,- another and different affidavit. but 1w
paviiig intu Court. on or before l3th June, $400, upon w hieil
the- motion wilI bu disrnis.,sd wiîh costs ini the t iIl-e.I

def uh,~dgment with ceuts.

EIODGIS. M XSTI1R IN \ (>RINA\IV. JUNE2,.

MASTER'S OFFICE.

1iE 1 UNION FIBRE 1 N . (.

Couî ony-Tin!hnq-up- n leesOn ('reddtiors' CIO, Ijq
Io. f fer Ibdiqu>Pl-rueedig S Begiti'.

In the widing-tip wîaîIînie wa mialle to the lifjubdator*X.
So1icitors of a suin for costs, whicli. when deduefed fuuni thle
nioîwvs in Court, left a shortage in respect to interest on the

f aiiiîis of credfitor,, who ]lad been bv ordler scheduleti as agaiiisr
thp eonipanv' deposit w ith the ei r-cer.

An application was madie 1)'v curtaini of these creditors to
coxopel t1i1 linjtid(ator to replace su luch of the amount so
paidl for costs- i-ý would prot uit' for intt'rest on the sehletilî

THr. MÀAS'rEn:-On 19th Not enuber, 1888. ail orler w a-,
maie for the pua*vtnent ont of $1.047.49 for eosts t'O Bain &

Co., soiîosfor the liquidator, on an affidavit which,
amrongý other matters, stateti that tiiere was then în Court (o
th,-Ž credfit of the actionî of Clarke v. Union Fire In'surance


