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in equity to set aside a judg-|Assignments Act, R. S. M. . "
ment recovered against him by $. 33.

his wife, the co-defendant, as|c, 1 4
fraudulent and void, the bill was ‘ Se¢ FRAUDULENT PREFERENCE.
dismissed with costs. In settling | Bank Act, R.S.C. c. 120, §. 48.
the minutes of the decree, the, . P
plaintiffs asked to have their| See BANKS AND BANKING, 2.
judgment obtained after the fil-| Bank Act, 1890, ss. 68, 74, 75.
ing of the bill set-off pro tanto A . iyl
against the costs, payable by Sec WAREHOUSE RECEIPTS,

Bills of Exchange Act.

them to E. D., who had defen(l-‘
ed separately from his wife. This | See BANKS AND BANKING. 1 8
& Ty iy

was opposed by his solicitor on
the ground that his costs were| County Courts Act, R.S.M. ¢. 33
unpaid. $8. 320, 321, 327, 328.
grc/d, following Webb v. Me- i 5?; r:}fAcn?c }f ‘1’
Arthur, 4 Ch. Ch. 63, and Collett 5 =
v. Preston, 15 Beav. 458, thatthe | County Courts Act, R.S.M. «. 37,
solicitor’s lien could not be inter- s. 66. i
fered with in such a case and the y
application was refused. See Country Courrs.
Semble, however, that when|Criminal Code, 1892, s. 3 85, 8.
costs in a particular suit are pay-
able to and by different parties to
it, there may be a4 set-off and no| (riminal Code, 1892, 5. 148.
question of the solicitor’s lien
will be entertaincd to prevent it,
7 hompson v. Didion 0 Criminal Code, 1892, s, 354.

s See CRIMINAL CODE.

SPECIAL MEETINGS. Criminal Code, 1892, s. 746.
See MUNICIPAL LAw, 1, 2. See CRIMINAL Law, 1.

See PUBLIC OFFICER.

See PERJURY.

R — Criminal Code, 1892, ss. 886,

SPECIFIC PERFORMANCE. 589,

See BANKS AND BANKING, 2, See Canlat Taw, 3,
Debtors’ Arrest Act, R.S. M, .
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STATEMENT OF TIME. See EXAMINATION OF JUDGMENT

See MECHANICS' LIEN. DEBTOR.

See PRACTICE, 2,

STATUTES. Devolution of Estates Act, R. S,
Assessment Act, R. S.M.c. 101, M.c ¢45:

See TAx SALES, 1, 2, See EVIDENCE, 2.




