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Chy. Dlv'l Court.] fJune I.

IN Rz DîtriRY NicxEL Co.

.. ,r>:- *Msgu , ay~.~. 4 soàiciiorj-Payoonent oui f asls i

Sericies an~d aionda&a-Reg4alhon of

Tjpon à reference for the wiéding up of a company the referes appointed,
a firrn of solicitors ta represent the general body of creditors, and ordered that
they sheuld be notified te attend whenever he se directed, anid that their costs,
as between solicitor and clifnt, should b. paid nut of the assets.

Hel,4 that this class of order and liability was not tfavoured by the courts,
and should be invoked and attendance thereunder had only when' there was
any special questtion on which the appearance of smre one ta rep.resent the
creditors was dt.ýirable ;that attendances and services should net be paid
aut of the asects except when conternporancously approved of by the refèret;
and it was not proper practice ta extend this at the close of the proceedings by
obtaining a certificate frarn hirn that, had h. bees applied ta froir. time ta
tirne, he rnight have pravided for other attendances and services.

Order of MEREDITH, C.),, reversed.
P.. T1ravers for the liquidatar.
D. Aremur for the solicitors.

* <hy, Div>l Court.] [lune i.
POLLARD V. WRIGHT.

Venue--C/tang- af--Cause of action-Résidence of Éarlies-jB Vic1,, c. iy,
S. ai"GOÉ. eau-se."

By s. 21 of 58 Vict., c. 13, it is provided that every action in the High
Court shall be tried in th%, rounty in which the cause of action arises, in case
ail the parties reside in that county, provided that, 'lfor gaod cause shows," a
judge mnay arder the action ta be tried in anather courity.

ffeld, that this applied to an action pending befare iL wzm passed ; and
that where the cause of action arase, and all the parties resided in ane caunty,
a very strang case would have ta be mtade before a trial in another county
would be ordered.

C. Hl. 1-4deUfild for th e plainti f.
Masiea for the defendanit Millhng.

Chy. Div'l Court.] [lune 1.
CLARKSON V. DUPRÉ,.

14'rit ocf summons- Service out ofufi/e ue 7î (e), r3o9-11 Tort
A cion ta sel asitte rL!ferential traissfer of gos.

Action against defendarts residing in the Province of Quebec, brought by
the assignee for tht benefit of creditars oif one oif them, for a declaration that
the transfer oif certain gcods in Ontario by the assignor ta the ather defendant

A -whicb goods had since been rernoved ta tht Province of Quebec.-was
prefer'tntial and void and should b. set aside, and for an order for delivery up
of the goods or tht proceeds ta the plaintifft and for an account,


