
should be conitrued. would introduce anomalies noôt Unteûdid ta be. intrOdtiýeâ
If that eÔthtbit)h la cCir«t, the *orda', " and dauch aètl on ýmay boe brought in
the DiivisIodn tiir ti *hicli 11 cause of action arome,"» are quité, unnecdèsary.
The enatttn Was nclt initelided to apply ta a gaîniehing plaint at ail, 0o-r -else
it 19 not te be êenotruin h n-à . ted for-by the primary cireditor.

Order for prohibition with costa.

Pracice.

MEREDITH, C.).) [MaY 4.
Ro»ERTS v. DoNovAN.

AiWahinent-Copàteotot of court- Direhare-5, Vici., c. r3, s. 9- 7'erws.
Alter the inactrient Of 9. 29 Of 58 VIct., c. 13, which was amsented to on

April î6th, z895, and after the defendant had been nearly five months in gaol
under an attachment issued pursuant to an o -der comniitting him for contempt
of court in disobedience of a judgmnent requiring hlm ta cause a certain mort-
gage ta be dImcharged, an order wam made for his release upon the terms of him
consenting ta a judg'ment against hlm for the sum required ta pay off the mort-
gage and ail costs for which lie was liable ta the plaintift, and upon him under.
talcing flot ta bring any action against any one on accaunt of bis arruat and
imprisonnment, sucli order ta be without prejudice ta any proceeding or the
right of the plaintiff against any ather persan.

..W. McCwllo,4gh for the defendant, J. A. Danovan.
Moss, Q.C., for the plaintif.,

THIRD) DIVISION COURT 0F THE COUNTY 0F PERTH.

WOODSCo.).)KENT V. SUTHERLAND.[pr.

Pe'nissoy rnte-Bill of Exchangv Ac, r89o-Need oforesentation oforen.
issaory note bg/ore action.
This was an action on a promissory note for $46.4o, dated January 27111'

1892, and payable at the Bank cf Toronto, London.
Geo. Afc-Nb for the plaintiff.
Moset-i> for the defendant.
WVODS, Co.J. - There la a point which was flot taîaed at the trial, that la,Ï

as ta the meaning cf the BUis of Exchange Act, i Eo, s. 86. There la roorn to
argue that the maker la not liable until presentment han been madle at the
particular place where the note la madle payable, that la, in this case the Bank
af Toronto, London. Presentment was net proved ,ýaee last sentence of the
tirst clause ofas. 86 of the Bilila of Exchange Act, i890). Then, again, it May
bc contended that it le only a question of caste, as indicated ini the thircl
sentence in said 6irst clause.

Until 1890 the niatter bath as to bills and notes was governed in this
country for many years by R.S.C., c. 123, s. 16, taken froni the old Con. Stat


