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mitted to inquire into the deaiings between
the plaintiff and Jones fuily and freeiy ta
ascertain whether joncs and the plaintiff were
acting in concert. andý whether any fal1se pre.
tence made by Jones was in fact a false pre-
tence by the pIla!ntiff and for' ths purpose
mnighit investigate ail sales of forks made by
plaintiff or Jones or eitiier of themn under any
agreemnent or arrangement, and the history of
ail notes received in carrying out suchi sales,
and of ail entries in thie piaintiff's bill-books
and ail other books relating to such transac-
dion.

Osier, Q.U., for the piaintiff
Erniiffter. Q.C., for the defendant.

Mr. D)alton.J [,Sept. 22.

liROi>ERIUI. V. BROATCfI.

NVoIice of trieel-S'rs'ice of be/are ee fi/eil

Wliere the stateinent nf defence was fiied on
the iast day for giving notice of triai for the
lielievilie Assizes, and a joinder of issue and
jury notice were filed on the sanie day, but after
the filing of the defence.

Hefl, that the service (if notice of trial with
the joinder and jury notice, on the saine day
before the fiiing of the defence. was not an
irreguiarity.

Affirmied by ARMoI:,R, C.J., September 25th.
Mlahony, for the plaintiff.
W H. Blake', for the defendant.

Ferguson, J.]
COL.E V. HALL.

.Itethanit-à lien- Priaprt/y- /t.. eculo
- -COl. Rude 127

Trhe plaintif registered a iechani
the 29th Octnber, 1887, and comm
action ta enfurce it on the 3oth N
1887.

Judgmient was obtained on the i
1888, and on the reference therein
the Master in Ordinary by an ord
21st August, 1888, mnade one Rogers,
tion creditor whose writ lîad beeni
tue sherifrs luands on the 3rd N aven,
a Party defendant in luis office as a à
incumbrancer. On appeal by Rog
Con. Rule 127

lilthat the piaintiT's claini was prior ta
thtof Rogers.
C. i//iar, for Rogers.
Hoy/es, for the plaintiff.

ELINARDS v/. EI>WARI>S.

[Sept. 26.

dece af rp.ride'nee oui of jurisft/ctitrn.

In an issue hetween a judgment creditor
an'd a garnishee as to the liabiiity of the latter
ta the judginent debtor,

Ili'/d, that there was power to order security
for costs , but

He/i, that the refusai of the solicitor for the
judgnuuent creditor to disciose bis ciient's place
of abode, was not sufficient evidence of his
living out of the jurisdiction ta support an
Order foi- secu;rity for costs.

E'. R. Camerait, for the judgment creditor
Sýhcpey,. for the garnishees.

Law Students' Department.

'lHi. foiiowing papers were set at the Law
iSociety Examnination before Trinity Terni,

1888.

i"IRST IN'VERMEI>IATE.
RIMAI, PPOPEk'îY.

i. What was the decision in 'raltarum>ýq
case, and what was its effect ?

[Sept. 24. 2. Wflîat is the difféerence betwcen a terni of
years and ain estate in fée simple ? Explain
fUlly.

3. How %vas a mortgage regarded at corn-
mon iaw, and how in ec[uîty? is there any

cs' lien on difference now ? Why ?
enced his 4. What is tue rule iii Shelleys case? Give
[ovember, an exam pie of its application.

5. For how long a period nîust a vendor of
4t11 Mi*Y, l and shîow titie ?
ordered, 6. \iiat is an estate tael?

1er ai the 7. What is mneant by an estate in dower,
an execu- jand what by an estate by the cou rtesy ?
placel in

ýber, 1887,
ubsequent
ers under

SMI'TI's COMMON LAW.

i. What is the iaw in regard ta the liability
ai a tenant ai premises which arc destrôyed

1 >y fire P

October 16, 186S8. 505


