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Page 100, Ist eol. at the end of the Mcood line from the bottom, add " 2 U. 0. L. J. 184." JUo « See
Airiher MoDounl 01lehriit,8 U. 0. I*. J. 28; Kerr et al t. Wllaon et al, 3 76. 13; Ron et
al T. Oooko, 3 lb. 48 ; Bnohaaan et al t. n>rrls, 8 lb. 48; Baxter et al t. Dennle, 3 ib. 69

:

Lyman at al t. Smith, 8 /6w 107 ; Kerr et al t. j^mlth, 3 lb. 108."
'

' Pan 110, 2dool. Una 10» trau "Leamon t. Deal, 660^' and tubttOtOe "Llsmore t. Beadle, 1 DowL
N.8.666."

Page 112, line 7 of text, q/ler plaintiff add <<(y y)" ; and In note Intltledy y, add " The order may be
had tstpctrU upon an aflhUTit which anowa olearly plaintifi'i right to make the application.—
Cleaver t. Vraaer, 3 U. 0. L. J. 107." The affldavlta on whieh the application was made in this
oaie waa that of the Sheriff (tattng that the real and perional property and effects of the de-
fendant were inauflloleBt to Mttify plaintiff's Judgment, and that of the plaintiff stating the
Issue ofa writ ofattachment, the recovery ofjudgment, that it was partially unsatlsfled, that
all the real and penonal property ofdelkndant was exhausted and Insafflolent to satisfy the
Judgment and tnat aoTeral persona within the Jurisdiction of the Court were Indebted to de-
fendant—7b."

Page 112, note h, line 0, trait "7," and tubitituk " 8."

« 117, 1st col. at the end of line 6, add " This return applies only to oases where original process
has been served or executed.—Fiaher v. Sully, 3 U. C. L. J. 80."

Page 118, 1st col. line 2, cJUr " apply," add '• See Fisher v. Saley, 3 U. C. L. J. 89."

<• 118, at the end of note u, odd <* Attaching creditors in a Division Court havlngno priority with
the execution defltndant will not be allowed, on a summary application In Chambers, to ex-
cept to a Judgment In the Superior Court on the ground of fraud.—Fisher t. Oully, 3 U. 0. L.
J. 89."

Page 123, 2d col. line 13, flrom the bottom, (tfttr " 839," add " Where an appearance filed by defend-
ant waa by mistake Indorsed with the letters "C. C," which misled the Deputy Clerk of the
Chrown, who wu also Clerk of the County Court, and caused him to file the appearance
among bia County Court papers, and the plaintiff finding no appearance signed Judgment, the
Judgment waa aet aalde upon payment ofcoats by the defendant.—Dickie et al t. Elmsbe st al,

3U.C.L.J.107.

Page 124, at the end of note r, odd " On an application to set aside a final Judgment on a writ not
apeclally Indorsed, or Indorsed so Improperly, on the ground that the Judgment should have
been Interlocutory, defendant should produce the writ or copy, showing that it waa not so in-

dorsed, or that It waa not a proper case for special indorsement—Kerr et al t. Bowie, 3 U. C.
L. J. IfiO."

Page 125. at the end of note u, odd " See Kerr et al v. Bowie, in note o to N. R. Pr. No, 1, page 692,
post." Alto " Sue further llogers et al t. Johnson, 4 U. 0. L. J. 20."

Page 125, 2d col. line 3 flrom the bottom, i^fUr " 473," odd " An interlocutory Judgment was set
aside on terms where defendant though he did not in his affidavit distinctly swear that he
had ' a defence to the action on the merits.' yet from the fitcta stated clearly ditcloted such a

. defence.-Bouchier ot al v. Patton et al, 3 if. C. L. J. 108." " See further. Dexter v. Fitzgibbon,
4 U. C. It. J. 43; Weatlake v. Abbott, 7b. 46; Arnold v. Robertson, 7b., March No., 1858."

Ptkge 120, at the and of note a, add *' Also Cuff t. Sproule, 3 U. C. L. J. 12."

" 127, at the commencement of note t', ad)l "There can be no Judgment until Judgment is fully
signed. An appearance filed while plaintiff is sizning Judgment is in time though plaintiff

affect to disregard It.-Harris v. Andrews, 8 U. 0. L. J. 31.

Page 128, at the end of notei, oc^d " An attorney by accepting service of a writ of summons for bis
client, undertakea to appear fbr him, and has the same time to appear as if service had been
made on defendant himself—Starratt v. Manning, 3 U. C. L. J. 10."

Page 120, note u, line 11, a/ttr " Irregularity," add " Jones v. Greer, 3 U. C. L. J. 01.

" 131, at the end of note e, add " and where an attorney without authority appeared and defen-
dant had not received any notice of the writ, the service of the writ and all subsequent pro-
ceedings were aet aalde.—Wright et al v. Uull, 2 U. C. Proe. Rep. 20.";

Page 137. at the end of note/, odd "and at all eventa not after trial.—Cowburn v. Wearing, 9 Ex.
207."

Page 141, note t, line 9. nfter "enactment," add "The right to amend a mifjoinder after trial is
qnestionable.—Wlokens v. Steel ct al, 29 L. T. Rep, 161,"

Page 141, note «, at the end, add " T t haa been decided that one defendant in ejectment is not entitled
at the trial to have his name struck out on disciaimin;; all right to possession in order to be
called as a witness fbr hla co<lefi>ndant.—Grogan t. Adair ot al, 14 U. C. Q. B. 479."

Page 142, at the end of note e, add " Alao Wlckens v. Steel et al, 29 L. T. Rep. 161."

" 142, at the end of note/, add " The Act evidently refers to the case where a defendant has
been erroneously Joined, and not to a case when a defendant has been Joined not by mistake
but for the purpoao of trying hla Uability.—Wlckens v. Steel et al, 20 L. T. Rep 161."

Page 142, at tha end of note a, mid <• A. aned B., C, D., K.. F., O., and H., In an action on contract.
H. aufferad Jadgment by defKult and the action failed aa aKoinst F. andO. Held that it waa
competent to the Judge at Nisi Prius (o amend the record by striking out the names of F. and

I G.—Johnson v. Goelett et al, 18 0. B. 729. In a later case at Nisi Prius, Pollock, O.B., refused
to allow the plaintiff to amoi^d by striking ont the names of one of two debndanta, where


