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case Zei’iv that sec. 94 of the Territories Real l"roporty Act only means th.aF in
i“terest‘fny dea'lmg with the land by the executlop debtor, the person fthulrlng
copies ofmf;\.hlm would take such interest subject to those executions only
Should 1 V\l') ich h.ad been delivered to the Registrar, and not that the lands

Thaf ound in the ord.er of such delivery.
Meanip i': copy of a \'Nl'lt of execution is not an
given bg of sec. 41 of salq Act, nor is it covered by the definition of that term

Th:tslec 3 (L’.) of said Act.
Shengt 4y l‘amont s execution h?d not expire
he holds 1y sell§ under one writ, such sale is for t

Thatattl the time the lands are advertised for sale. .
creditors inle proceeds of.the sale shopl.d be distributed among the execution
Ordin accordance with the provisions contained in the Creditors’ Relief

ance,
Appeal allowed.
AI/{V:l[lte’ Q.C., for the appellant.
Losg, for the respondent.
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Criminas QUEEN ©. THOMPSON.
sec. 6y ILaw——l’radzce——l)e.s:crfplz'on of ' offence iﬂ‘ aum{ —Criminal Code,
Canad g) .and (¢)—Admission of evidence of incriminating answers—
.y a. vidence Act, 1893, sec. 5.
anmherecsrlsoner“ was charged before' WETMORE, J., on t}.le followir?g a.nd
efore Andum :—*“ That he had gommltted perjury on the inquest or inquiry
the North rew J. Rutl.edg.e, Esquire, one of Her l\fIajesty’.s C(?roners in and for
efore the -west Terrltone's, concerning,” etc. 'I’l.]e salq mqlfest‘was held
charge l)efsoroner ar.ld a jury, and on the .prellmmary' investigation of fhe
When mar re a ]ustl.ce of the Peace the prisoner admitted that he hz.id lied
evidence ofn%ha certain statement at th.e cqroner’s: inquest. Upon the t.nal the
admitreq , 4 e prlSpnez’s admls:slons in his tes'tvmony before th.e Justice was
tenceq Ontl; submitted to the jury. The prisoner was convicted and sen-
oth counts.
a:g“ objection that as the inquest W
Builty of not before the coroner alone,
q“eStionsp:;Jury before the tribunal he act.uzillly gave his
L She llaw were r.es.e.rved for tht? decgsxon of the Co
N Should the inquisition offered in cv1den.ce have bee
ucted tu d the. above count have been withdrawn fr.o
ner ando‘ acquit the prisoner, on the ground that the 1n
3 Wh Jury, and n.ot before a corqner, as char.gefl. . . )
pre“miether' the e?nde.nce of the prisoner’s admissions in his testimony on
hdrawn r;ary mves'tlganon of. the c'harge ought to have been struck out or
el from the jury’s cons.nderatlon.
ence w;rm answer to ques’tlon 1, tha
ode,” , ¢ Sut’ﬁ(‘:\ent]y described und'er sec. 611 (3) and (4
nd the evidence properly received.
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