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larity. /eld, that the provisions of Con. Stat. Man. c. 31, s. 35, 8s to
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Setting aside jml{gmml.—-Dzlay.—-The writ was issued on
23rd June, 1883.. Judgment was signed 10th July, and execution issued
16th July, 1883. On 3rd ‘March, 1884, defendant applied to set aside
the judgment, on the ground of irregulanty, and on the merits. Held,
application refused. Tait v. Calloway. . .. . . 5
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See EXECUTION, EXEMPTIONS.

‘PREFERENCE. Se¢ FRAUDULENT PREFERENCE.
PRINCIPAL AND AGENT,— Diligence.—Held, That the agent, inem-
ploying the services of . auctioneer, should have used: diligence to
. make a reasonable bargain for his remuneration. The auctioneer having
retained, out of the moneys rec ived by him, an ive fee, the agent
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wai charged with the excess, Vivian v, Sooble, « o o o o 000 b




