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mnetof ih*' da ' on wh1ieh il h. dînit, auid partl upo iii.
gera ie that the word "froiii - irnay ',), oith*' i[i li-iNo

or exclusie vordinig to cruntne.adhi h.r o
the rusassigncd by thelereiud (Vkndwh

delivered t'le judgmit in thie uasertvrd u reqire it
be ontuda-, inclusiîve iii eonu ingw ,m rf thec
tfste of the execution forYt the pup ý. f I rneal

The amoiit in question here i> niot lar-ge, and 1 ait, un-
able to suggest any reason for thinkinig thiat ihe juidgmînen or
the trial Judgc, a.ffirrned without dissent hyv the DIvhioni!al
Court, is wrong. 1 therefore reueleave Io appeal. CostaQ
must follow, bo the respondents.

(\RTWRICHT, 'MASTER. l)EFrIuIIR 1311!. 1907.

McKENZIE v. S110VROTHANM.

Court into fligh or-TrsfOdrRmoiq
Time for Filin9 JuryNoie

Mot ioi Ivy plaint iff to setida jury mi >i, arid
g'd vdefendant.

Graysn Smithfor lit.

P1 .lrayton.i for defe-idant.

'1'îi- MASTER :-On 6th Deceinber ita an order \%as
inladu, mni tis application, trnf 1r11>isatinf o

a SrroateCouýrt bo the High Iort o bo tiedI atWo-
soý-k. The moltioni to transfer wÀa, opposeil 1ky thedfe-
mit, anid hemr soiciýtor tilùcd ;ii affidavit thiat ithe ea,~ rould

mot be read v fo)r the non-juiry sittiig> at W'oJ,ýv coin-
xneneing next\ weok, alla th»t de(fendantit retu !i rial bY

TIl. 11 order die ted at the leaiiiiigs an poeedng
dosandi lie san1o plighit asd lodi it iii >ý w h lh t

Flkmn lire uow in] said urgteCourt."-
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