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Chan. Div.] TRUST ANI) LOAN Co. V. MCCARTHY-COMM0NWFAL'l'H V. Pt{îPPS. ~ S
as has been supposed. It is just that persons 1 A cizfr. The action was brought byted lailshould be obliged to show soi-ne respect for' tiffs for foreclosure, and the plaintiffs praye a)those who differ frorn thern. You will sec for an order for delivery of possession. The de-these publications ; and if you think they are fendant had filed a statenient of dcfeflce fpermissible attacks on the Christian belief, which he alleged (i) that the plaintiffs w'ereyou wilt find the defendants not guilty ; but pseso 2 htte a rmgtbgif yu tinkthatthe donotconi wihinthereceived rents which they had not credited anlargest and most liberal view of the law as it(exists, then, whatev,_r mnay be the cos-3 asking for an account. Cilcrquences, and however littie you ma>' like He stated that the Registrar of the Chalerthem, it is Dordt't idtengit tIivision had expressed a doubt whethCr dgis your duty to d inise them aw asy Id ment under the circurnstances could be Signieit, and flot to strain it on one side or the other under either Rule 78 OF 52o, as he though faceo-certainly not to strain it in the defendants' the judicial construction which had been p' *tedfavour, however you na)- think that the), on the Rules, that the former Rille wvas liii)'eought not to be prosecuted, stili less to strain to cases of non-appearance, and the latterit against theni hecause you rna> not agree cases wvhere no defence is put in.' It %vas iwith the sentiments thiey avow. TIake the mitted that under the former Chancery practicepub)lications in your own hands, and say a dece npaiemgthv ee rnewhether the defendants are guilty. As to the hce n a'cper ight haebengr.tecartoons, the excuse is that they are not such an anse bengputinattacks upon, or caricatures of Alrnighty God. PRUFOT J., after taking timetOcniMr. Foote declares that if there be such a tematter, hel d that the statement of defen~ceBeing, He is the proper object of reverence amounted to a mere dispute note, and that theand awe ; but that these are only his mode of former practice wvas impliedly kept ini force b>'holding up to conternpt and ridicule what he Rule 3, which provides that Orders 638 to 650considers the caricature of God exhil)ited in shall apply to ail the Divisions of the I'gbthe Hebrew Scriptures. You will look at Court. Order 646 expressly refers to Orders 434them, and judge for yourselves whether or not and 435 under %vhich, according to the forl'perthey corne within the law, and whether or not practice, a decreo Sipculhaebn
theou ibelns.ae" uit of publishing blas- obtained i'n a sirnilar case to the present. Aý-phemous libels?'regarded the dlaim for possession, he hut

In the result the jury were unable to agree, the judginent should contain an order for theand were discharged. -La 7 t, journal. delivery of possession l)y the defendant to the
plaintiffs, but that the Registrar rniglit P'e
insert in the judgrnent a clause declaring theREPORTS judgrnent to be without prejudice to an>' qUes5

- -tion that rnight be raised b>' the defendant 0911ON TARIO. the taking of the accounts as to the liabilitY o
the plaintiffs to account as mortgagees inl Pol,(Reported ror the LAW JOURINAL.) session.
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TRUST' AND LOAN COMPANY V. MCCARI'HY. CUTO URE ESOSOMortg 4 re suit-Dispute note-- Judigment on PIAEPI ONYProecipe. 
PIAEPI ONYWhere a stateinent of defence is fikcd in a mortgageaction for foreclosure or sale, whichi amounts simply COMMONWEALTH V. PHIPPS.in sub)stance to a notice disputing the ainount of~ the fiorReyFadçlaintiffs' claim, judgnient ma>' be entered on precipe. i. An indic'tment charging the fraudulent ail

[ApriI 30.-PROUDFOOT, J. and signing of a receipt for a warrant, which was 'A. H. Marsh, for plaintiff, moved for a direc- words and figures as follows :-"1 Guardians Of thetion to the Registrar to enter judgment on Poor, 3, 27, 1882, $389, No. 969, item, Walter S


