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the threshing said he threshed for the husband-" 1 was to
be Paid by the one who employed me." Other threshers
W'ere paid by the husband's labor. JJeld, that the grain
Was the property of the husband.

UJPon the evidence it was held that a purchaser of the
grain had notice of the existence of an execution, and took,
therefore, subject to it.

JON'ES v. HENDERSON. Coinpany.-Pw,,rs of Manager.-
P1'na fadie it is not wîthin the power of a manager of a
corbPany engaged in the manufacture of farming impie-
Itie'Its to pledge the goods or assets of the company to a
Creditor of the company.

MI1LLER v. HER (C. L.) Order to examine party residing
«b>-Oad (i) A party to an action resident abroad may be
Ordered to attend and be examined upon the pleadings.
(2) It is in the discretion of the judge whether to make the
order ex -Parte or upon summons. (3) A copy of the order
niiuSt be served upon the opposite attorney, otherwise attend-
allee cannot be enforced. Service upon a firm of attorneys
resident abroad having no instructions to receive service is
Ilot Sufficient.

YiOUNG V. SHORT. Znvaiid cha/tel mortgage.-Possession
a/ter fi. Jas, but before .çeizure. After a defective chattel
lflOrtgage bad been made to the plaintif, the defendant
Placed an execution against the mortgagor in the sheriff's
hands. Before actual seizure the mortgagee took posses-
sion
ci Ield, -that he was not a person who had acquired
the titie to such goods . .. . bona fide, and for valuable

C0nsideration " without notice of the writ, within 19 & 20
Vc. C 7

Trhe Act 46 & 47 Vic. c, 30 is not retrospective.

SIARPE v. McBURNIE. Cou nter-claim.-" Breaking." A
clairn flot arising and matured before the issue of the writ
C;lot be set up by way of set-off or counter-claim. Such

aPea should show that the dlai m asserted had so matured,
(Oerruling Taylor, J.) Dubuc, J., diss,


