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Chan. Cham.

MONTREAL BANK. V. AUBURN EXOHTANGS BANK.

Amendment of bill ini rspect of matter arising
subsequent to he filing of it.

The plaintiffs had obtained a judgment at law
against P., one of the defendants, upon contes-
sion, and, as j udgxnent creditors under that j udg-
ment, had filed their bill to set aside a prier
judgment of otherdefendants, and had moved for
and obtained an injunction to restrain a sale of
the goods of P. under such prior judgment.
After the injunction had been granted, the plain-
tiffs obtained another judgment against P., not
upon confession, but by defauit. Under these
circumstances, a motion for leave to amend the
bill, by alleging the recovery of the second judg-
ment, was granted. (Gr. Cham. Rep. 283.)
Chan. Cham.

RUTTAN V. SMITHz.

Enlargement of motion.
Wbere a party moving ia not in a position to

sustain his motion, the court will flot; grant an
enlargement, so as to enable him to place himself
in a position to sustain it; the motion muet lapse.
(Or. Chami. Rep. 286.)

Chan. Cham.
FOLLIS v. ToD)D.

Sta.ying suit tili security given for the costa of a
,prior suit at law.

The plaintiff (a vendor) had sued at law to
recover the purchase money due under an agree-
ment for the sale of lands, but had failed,1 and
the costs of the action were given against him;
the defendant (the vendee) issued a fi. fa. goods
to recover the costs, which was returned nulla
bona. Afterwards the vendor filed bis bill in
equity to enforce speciflo performance of the con-
tract. On motion of tbe defendant in the suit,
the proceedings in equity were stayed titi secu-
rity for the costs at law should be given. (Gr.
Chami. Rep. 285.)

I NS80LV EN T 8

Andrew Smith ....................... Manilla.
W. H. Vantassel,..................... Sidney.
Patrick Langrili ..................... Toronto.
Daniel J. Woodward.................. Tp. Rawdon.
M. Ellitt ............................ Cainevllle.
Jacob Bowman ....................... Harrisburg.
Chas. F. Sitih....................... Belleville.
P. F. Canuiff ......................... Thurlow.
D. L. Comtins.......................... Madoc.
George Baghnrsî...................... Montreal.
N. Bioodmworth ....................... Cainerille.
Richard Benner...................... Hanilton.
Chas. Roy Lapense..... ............. Levis.
Wm. Dickson ......................... Montreal.
Hlenry Murren ....................... Montreal.
Henry Weeks ......... . ...... ooso
John Weeks............. .. fWodtok
John Mathie.......................... Lindsay.
James Rosa .......................... Tp. Whitby.
lVm. Wade Rntledge ................ Guelph.
smart a Beatnlah.................... Pert Hope.
D). N. Black .......................... Stratford.
Duncan McNaughten ................ Chatham.
B. D. Mierick .................... R.. astens Corners.
J. C. Thauvette ....................... St. Marthe.
John Brown.......................... Toronto.
J. T. Taylor & Co.....................iamilton.

Zephin Lizee.......................... .Montreal.
Joseph Parker Uane................. Morven.
Wm McBaIn............ .... Montre.
Francia Stephen ...........
Van Every & Rumball .............. Goderich.
Peter Z. Romain ..................... Montreal.
W. D. Wooisey ....................... Quebec.
Jas. Crawford........................ Kingston.
Tho.s. Davis.......................... Windsor.
John T. Wilson......................Wood8tock.
R. T. Routh..........................Montreal.
Fortunatus P. Wood.................Eaut Faruham.
John M. Baker ....................... Sterling.
Wm. H. Birt.......................... Mitchell.
Matthew C. Brown................... Simeoe.
Joseph Faulkner.....................Hamilton.
Henry Webster ....................... Uxbridge.
Oso. Wilson..........................Port Dover.
Boswell Iensinan ................... Montreal.
R. 11. Bnrtch.......................... Tp. Blandford.

APPOINTMENTS TO OFFICE.

SURROGATE CLERK.
SIR JAMES LUKIN ROBlINSON, Baronet, of OsgOode

Hall, Barrister-at-Law, to ho Surrogate Cleck, under the Pr'~<
visions of the chspter 16, Consolidated Statutes of UPPef
Canada. (gazetted Match 4,1865.)j

COUNTY ATTORNEY.
EDWARD TAYLOR DARTNELL, of Osgoode Rll, Esq'

Barrister-at-Law, tuobe Clerc of the Peace snd Crown )OuO0t
Attorney, for the United (3ountles of Pre8cott and Russe"'
(Gazetted March 4, 1866.)

CORONER.
GEORGE C. McMANUS, Esq, M.D., Associats CorOuert

County of Sinico. (Gazetted Match 18, 1865.)

NOTARIES PUBLIC.
GEORGE AIREY KIRKPATRICK, of Kingston, E0<l"

Barrister-st-Law, to ho a Notary Public In Upper CSIi5 d".
(Gazetted. Match 4, 1866.) l

SAMUEL BIOKERTON H1ARMAN, of Toronto,1 EsqO
1

te ho a Notary Public in Upper Canada. (Gazetted 31B"e
4, 1866.)

ARTHUR MANDEVILLE RICHARDS, of Clinton, tb
a Noiary Public ln Upper Canada. (Ulazetted Match 4,185*)

HUIIR MoKENZIE WILSON, of Brantford Esq. t 10 0
Notary Public ln Upper Canada. (Gazetted Match 4,16'

JOHN M. BRUCE, of Hlamilton, Esq , 1arristerat 1-3«
to ho a Notary Public la Upper Canada. (Gazetted ;
18, 1866.)

JAMES SWIFTS, of Kingston, lriquire, to ho ota
Public la Upper Canada. (Gazetted MIatch 18, 1865.)

TO CORRESPONDENTS.

"AN ATTONXY"ý-1nder IlGeneral Correnpondence-1

IlL."1 We hope te make use of the contents of Yourle
of 101h Febinary, ln our oext. <j

"SEvaAL EATERS"" ASuBscaiuER"-«" B. S. 1."
receive attention in our next.

"ONE WHO 8AT NEIT MY- K. AT THEI ORAL."
W. flnd, that you are correct ln stating that Ilr'

patrick was not Ilcalied"1 without a vira vmc exa11'
1
"0 t 0

The papers of the gentleman who was pansed wltholl X
oral were most creditable. The neit lu number of
would probably ho our correspondent. aw

Whilut regretting that any mistake sbould bave O' th#
ln this matter, we cannot forbear te remarik 11I'nar
extreme difficulty whlch ws, amongst otbers, hav'
rienced ln obtaining fromn the proper atuthority 11f0ooti, p
'with respect tu inatters of this kind, ln whihtborot
fes8ion ate more or lest; interested, and w hl ts
not the ellghtest reason or excuse for hwiîbbl'o.
sxcept the whim or caprice of its custodiain. Our UII(is'
pondent, naturally enough, imagines tbat the Patty a 1bO
to affords us every Information (consistenît <Stb 0#
duf.les to bis office and ease to himgell'.) conected itS5Co
public, s0 te speak, proceedings of the Law SOri0îY',îi;;J
bowevers in no the case, and we bave hitherto been~u b<s
te obtain ont ipformation fromi varions ources, 80
could.

[April, 1865.


