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Chan. Cham. .
MoNTREAL BANK v. AUBURN ExcHANGE BaNk.

Amendment of bill in respect of matter arising
subsequent to the filing of it

The plaintiffs had obtained a judgment at law
agninst P., one of the defendants, upon confes-
sion, and, as judgment creditors under that judg-
ment, had filed their bill to set aside a prior
Jjudgment of other defendants, 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 default. 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. SMITH.

. Enlargement of motion.

Where a party moving is not in a position to
sustain his motion, the court will not grant an
enlargement 80 as to enable him to place himself
in a position to sustain it; the motion must lapse.
(Gr. Cham. Rep. 286.)

Chan, Cham.
Ferris v. Tobop.

Staying suit till security given for the costs 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, 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 his bill in
equity to enforce specific performance of the con-
tract. On motion of the defendant in the sait,
the proceedings in equity were stayed till secu-
rity for the costs at law should be given. (Gr.
Cham. Rep. 285.)
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INSOLVENTS.

Patrick Langrill .........
Daniel J. Woodward..

«wes Tp. Rawdon.
... Cainsville.
-.... Harrisburg.
. Belleville.

. Thurlow.

. Madoc.
Montreal.
.... Cainsville.
... Hamilton,

. Port Hope.
. Stratford.

J. C. Thauvette...
John Brown ... Toront
J. T. Taylor & Co...

Zephin Lizee.............
Joseph Parker Lane ..
Wm McBain...

'Y

... Montreal.

Montreal.
« Quebec.
weeee Kingston,
Windsor.
Wouodstock.
Montreal.
East Farpham.
.. Sterling.
Mitchell.
.. Simcoe.

Matthew C. Brown .. .
weees Hamilton,

Joseph Faulkner ....c.....

Henry Webster.. Uxbridge.
Geo, Wilson ....... Port Dover.
Boswell Hensman . ... Montreal.
R. H. Burtch.....eeenees seveissee s Tp. Blandford.
. -
—

APPOINTMENTS TO OFFICE.

SURROGATE CLERK.

SIR JAMES LUKIN ROBINSON, Baronet, of Osgood®
Hall, Barrister-at-Law, to be Surrogate Clerk, under the pro
visions of the chapter 16, Consolidated Statutes of Uppef
Canada. (Gazetted March 4, 1885.)

\ COUNTY ATTORNEY.

EDWARD TAYLOR DARTNELL, of Osgonde Hall, E8q2

Barrister-at-Law, to be Clerk of the Peace aud Crown County

Attorney, for the United Counties of Prescott and Russel:
(Gazetted March 4, 1865.)

CORONER. _

GEORGE C. McMANUS, Esq, M.D., Associate Coronef

County of 8imcoe. (Gazetted March 18, 1865.)
NOTARIES PUBLIC.

GEORGE AIREY KIRKPATRICK, of Kingston, Ef1”
Barrister-at-Law, to be a Notary Public in Upper Capad®
(Gazetted March 4, 1865.)

SAMUEL BICKERTON HARMAN, of Toronto, Esquify
io})g 62 i{om‘y Public in Upper Canada. (Gazetted

, 1865.

ARTHUR MANDRVILLE RICHARDS, of Clinton, we,,";
a Notary Public in Upper Canada. (Gazetted March 4, 186%

HUGH MoKENZIE WILSON, of Brantford Esq.. “’%‘5)
Notary Public in Upper Canads. {Gazetted March 4, 18 p

JOHN M. BRUCE, of Hamilton, Esq, Burrister-ﬂ”“:ch'
llg ble 8;5 r;'otary Public in Upper Canada. (Gazetted

, 1865.

JAMES SWIFTS, of Kingston, Xsquire, to be & Now7
Public in Upper Canada. (Gazetted Maich 18, 1865.)

_____.—/
TO CORRESPONDENTS.

“ AN ATTORNEY”—under “General Correspondence.”

“L» We hope to make use of the contents of your ¢!
of 10th February, in our next. ol

“SEVERAL READERS"— A SUBSCRIBER"—* B. 8. B."~
receive attention in our next.

“One wHO 8AT KEXT MR. K. AT THE ORAL. P
We find that you are correct in stating that M- og.
trick was not “called” without a viva voce exam at 8%
he papers of the gentleman who was passed withoh o gs
oral were most creditable. The next in number of
would probably be our correspondent. md
‘Whilst regretting that any mistake should have °°°n the
in this matter, we cannot forbear to remark Ul A osP
extreme difficulty which we, amongst others, hl'm,uoﬂ
rienced in obtaining from the proper suthority 1pfor} or0
with respect to matters of this kind, in which ther® i
fession are more or less interested, and which b o1din8!
not the slightest roason or excuse for Wwith Cort®.
except the whim or caprice of its custodiun. OUF all®
pondent, naturally enough, imagines that the party &
to affords us every information (comsistent % .p the
dutles to his office and ease to himself) connec! guod
lic, 50 to speak, proceedings of the Law Society 'o,,mog
owever is not the case, and we have hitherto beel post o
to olbmn our ipformation from various sources, 88
could. .



