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Concurrent jurisdictiot. of Supreme and Pro bate Courts.
In -the administration of estates the juriadiction of the Sup-

reme Court is concurrent with that of the Probate Court, and
in matters of difflculty or importance it is demirable that ques-
tions should -be deait with in a suinmary way under the pro-
cedure in the Supreme Court, but where the application is
needless or the amount smail, costs will be refused.

R<ogers, K.O., for executors. Roscoe, KOC., for creditors.

Full Court.] GORMLEY v. Dîatois. tDec. 14,
Abseiit »or a.bscoiiding debtor-Prior and subseqiêent attachers

-Right of latter to avail th.emselvesq of Statute of Lintita-
tions.

Under the provisions of 0. 46, r. 6, which provides that a
subsequent attacher may dispute the validity and effeet of a
previous writ of attacient on the ground that the sum claimed
was not justly due, or was flot payable when the action was coin-
menced, the subsequent attacher may take the ground that
the debt was barred by the -Statute of Limitations as an answer
to the dlaims of the previous attacher.

Where this is made to appear the -Court wili order the writ
of attachment and also the judgment to be set aside.

D. Owen, for appellants. Roscoe, K.C., for respondent.

Full Court.] [Dec. 14.
MARITIME GYPSUM Co. v. REDE.

Contract-Action for »toi.ey Paid-Faiure of co"sderation-
Part y''s own default-Agreement not pieaded-Appe.il.

A party in flot entitled to recover back Money paid for a
consideration which has failed, where the failure ha% been
caused by the party's own defauit.


