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mrily arising in administration suits, no sueli power as
luggested lias yet been couferred.
iere is not to be found in the Surrogate Rules any
inery for payment into Court. The Surrogate Court lias
countant and-no officer who is entitled to, receive and hold1
ioneys.
asked counsel what was meAnt by "paý Ying Morley into the
agate Court;" and he told me that the procedure adlopted
1e payment of the money into a bank. Hie didl fot know
ier it was paid to the credit of the person entitled, either
~or jointly withi the Surrogate Registrar or the Surrogate

e, The bank pass-book is then deposited with the Surro-
Registrar. Upon this deposit being made, the bank shlowvs
per cent. interest,

part fromi the question of the absence of jurisadiction, the
ice la most inconvenient and is flot in the interest of the
t. The expense of paying money into thie Surrog-ate Court
is way is fully as 'great as upon paymient into, the Hligli
t; and the mioney carrnes blirce per cent. initerest, inistead of
and a hiaif per cent., as 110W nllowed,( by the Highi Court.
runds are subjeet to no0 supervision or vontrol. There la
idit, and no one is responsible lu any way.
lie appeal sliould be allowed, and thev order varied by
ting paymient into the High Court. No costs.

~ J. IN RAMBRS. AY 2rii, 1912.

PRINGLE v. CITY 0F STRATFORD.

~-IUlegal Excharnge of Lanid Conitemplated by City Coiiwil
-Resô1iiiois-Actioni by Reatepa yr-1 injaii tio n-A baiidon-
nent of Sckemei-costs of Actioel-ýSumiary »isposiios-
Ippeal.

bpa y the plaintiff front ani ordler of the Local MNa.ster
ratford refusing to order the defenldants to pay the platin-

costs of the acetion, upon a summnary appfieation by the

r. H. Gregory, for the plaintiff.
. A. Moss, for the defendants.
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