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la vegard te the i.ccnd objection, we canuot see why a writ
altould net is8ue for one out of the jurisdiction- In Hyde v'. he

fielZl, the transactions hati occarreti lit the West Indics, anti it was
STgUCd if lite- writ centinueti, how thc account ceulti lie taken.
andi accordingly the writ was dischargeti. In Siiii vcther-
sole, the reasoa of the discliarge was that the plaintiff came
laie» Eufflaud colorably. But here there are no aucit ques-
tiens, thiere i3 ne account, anti no duty, 8ave the duty et' the
writ, anti why te fact of the wifé boing out cf the jurisdictien
is urgeti for tihe diacharge of the writ, 1 cann-ýt tinderstant.-
Looking aise nt the peculiar nature of thse jurisietion, sntd tise

wortls useti in tise Act, IlAny wife. " 1 ara of opinion that thcy ap-
ply te Uîoso resitiing outof the province as iwell as those withi.-
Whi)nover thse husbanti goes nway frons lus doieicile, no power of
thse Court cou follow hlm. Thoe domicile of thse wife is thse demi-
Cit cf tise hiusbant, and site bas ne cilier as long as tie tournage
hlis. Thse writ of Ne Exet wtas origiually feundeti upou a 'lit.
due, andi if that coutti net lie founti, ne wvit coutld issue, liat
bore tisere ie ne preof of dclii required. It is a ucw power gîven
the Court te provide a rnaried wemian with soute security for
maintenance, by awirtuo of the writ, anti net as it waa lirst intea..
tied as a security for a declt. Thse motion, thercfere, le dibcisargeti
witis Costa.

IN BA\C.

COcnos V. Conny.

t'ndgr the crteai or riiy, 185R, relate foreelosure suiti, where tlte bll

Ibo, abtueu forth, lu $&hedOu l b teh 6ai ra

This casoe oning Up ont fartier directions, andi it appearing
tisat Uhe Meorîgagor hiat net becin servedl ic he '\ter's clice witis
tise notice set outin schedule B cf the entiers cf tise 6111 February,
1868, relative te foreclosure suits, andi tise bll having been taken
pro confessa nainst liim, iL wils held by

ESeizS & SpitAcioE, V. CC., (Titi CiiA-scptLit Jisscnttiit>,
Tiiat wlien a bill ia auits for forectosure or sile, ie taken pro eon-

freso agninst tise xucîagr t is net stcvcssary te serve him in thse
-Nlaster's ofllcn wiîlî notice under Ibe erdor3 cf Ftbruary, 1858.

[ Note by, Rtp*rter.-TILe Bame jotignent wis given la Uic case,
of Mfurney v. McLeII&n, ticcitict on tise sansc tay.j1

De.xun. e. Cesiîoao.
Zis o -icag-essr f liecre£.

lYhouealtser ccrUficatc o Ut penden, IBl 15 l inlue,1, it la icufficiett ta .
ghiter lIn, docree disuulîlsig lbo Bill, ms a dlichargù osf the ICsyndau.

(bili elirusry, 1983.)
In this case tue Plinintif's Biil bail becu dismissedl after the

certtdlcato cf lis penfleim Iad been i-egistcred. antd application was
Dlisiaa of o~-psSueW f lsr,.now motie fer au ordcr te Iischsargo thse certificate.

Tho, Court bas feu ixwor, esUtaûn (lia Errr ind Appiwsl Aet of ISM, t0 Spi'AGuz, V. C., Atl tisat could bie dene -svitis the order te dis-
auspend the operation et li, dacm, suds tu, *Ilow an appe.ti tu W, itde tu the

cotveT. ;eili .ianuary, Usj charge would lie te rogister il, anti us yeu have your decree dis-
TIseCout bainggivn juigicutIbisday dimissuîghuemiesing thc Bill, yeu clin register it, and tisat will lie a Sufficient

plaintlff'e bll, tise defendant wi55 abo3ut ta procedî witb hi execu dshrec is i eceu
tien te place thse saine in tise slieriff's haudis befere atigit.. Tise
plaintiff inimediately on thse tielivery of tise judgmentintiusated bis <3oaoeO-i V. IVXAVFa.
intentien of nppealiDg te thec Court of Errer anti Appeuai, anîd asketi werAm4 ennrer--Aeaarts.
that the operation of the deerce migis bie suspeutid util thse Wbr a marricit wema.n is înterested n nu estato xni si»Joit answer ln put la
writ of appeal coulti le obtaiued anti thse bonds filed. hy surfifad ber humbond wiilbil (hu linme (tuiltell. appliation may bu mnado,

A. Macdonal, for Uic plaiitiff, nskcd tmat the eperation of tise tu> «lew huer Na put le an eoswer separato fmu ber hiuî,aid, tlueM101 tit<aYua

decrec bo suspentied. Thse plaintiff weulti if directeti puy th, suateint tutr ansue la xeeiIrezvd. 25tbh October, M59.
rnency into Court. Tis was a. motion for au ertJer that a mayriedl armati put in,

S. Rich~ards, Q. C. for the defentiant oppoet ic eSuspenision Of answcr separato frens ber busbanti. T13e Bill ias filed on thse 15tis
the decrec. The plaintitru bill iat been uleciareti inupropcrly October, 1858, ant in support cr tise motion an atlidavit iras read
filed, and tise defendant shoulti net noir ho fonilier restrained tfrain stating ia geueral terme, thuit itu antwer wes, required fàr the
proceedueg at lair. Besides thse Court bad ne poer futier te promotion of justice.
înjoin lit. Hoe refearreti te thse Errer and Appeal Act anti Rules. EsTEN, V. C~. Thse practice is, if tise iniscrita-ace is thse wifo's, te

Tuni CteÂsceLLen delivered tise jutigment cf the Court.-There serve tise isbanti anti ite andi Iet theni put in a joint answer.-
is ne tioubt but tisis Court bas fuil plâwer ever its decrees ns te tise Or whien thse ime fer answerng bas expireti, te mtke application
tite of tisir eperatien. laEgati a optn ets iuete allow ber te put in an aîuswer separate front hcr iseanti. Tise
of Lords in cases cf appeal te suspend proceedings. Anti tise Court affidiavits must state tise gretinae on irhicis ber auswcr je ecu-ht
of Cisancery there bas at ail times fuil peower over its ewn deerees for.
te suspend tiseir eperations, andi las frequently exerciseti It, ewing
ta thse great delay irbicis fornserly oecurred inl carryiog eut the ilUsu V. RODERTSeDc.
Appesi. edetestpato jl.la Uico case ef thse Afa~yor of Gklutenter -v. WIVood, 3 IRare, 1h dctr itt0,isn ! jee
Vice Chanceller lfigram, tbeugh lic tienissei tise blli, refuseti Thue Purelsaser ef u eate e8tate whtcli has bau divided iste asares, ta mot

ta ùlowthemony tO b taen ut o COrtýnti th apealcotld ouait te aocept, if the tiLle te one atuare ta dereite.
tc adie Inae ti coutr te e cf Cureu lidppa olti h aI a case for Uie investigation of a tiLle, atter disposing of
b6ee aie lusm tiss etryngad tise bget hs aid droesis several objections it iras cliserveti by

evreuefrin tisat lahoEng bntteLltat net staying thmteecptoedn. EST£%, V. C. i need net et.7 tisat a purchager Contracting
la pea ete o e hel or ie, a sty o tieree ohise ecpin fer an entire estate cannot, if it bas been divideti loto 8bat-es, and

irreparable injury may lic tise resat-as la tise case cf au ejectaient th ''iaoemuei eetve ccmeldt cettetl
fer instance. la tue present case, execution mzuy lie put lu, aud te tise remaing sheres.
the wlce state cf things may lie altereti lafere thse appcea bc i
madie; anulktis therefore a mucl more reasoaablo courseotastuy G EN ERAL CORRESPONDENCE.
the decrce. 1 cannot agec ta tise doctrine that liecauseocf tise________________________________
late Errer anti Appeai Act, this Court cannet exorcise juisiition T i dtr fteLz oriZ
Tisis Court lias ail tise polver it ever hati, and thc new lair regu- foteLdtrmc /eLu ore~
lating tise piwer of' nppeal bias net aitereti ont practice. We W.t»SDVILLE, February 3rd, 1859.
tieterasine en thse equity ef the Act-as thîe caue noir befere us GS.qrLEUtsa,-A.S a subscriber te the Lato Journal, 1 ish te
scarcely comnes within it-aud ns irreparable mischief migist be 1 u 0afw queries fur yuur adrîce, and my guidance, and being
donc ivere tise beorce net suspeniel. on paying tise nsousey inte uo

'Court and giving secttrity tise decree ie te lie stayei suntil thse at a. consitierable distance front wlhere 1 can procure a Soundi
appeal lic entered. 1 legal opinion, 1 take the liberty cf putting the following

185gY.]


