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at p. 140 as “to the necessity of filing all papers which are
to be used on motions—it is too much to expect the Court
to act the solicitor’s clerk, and hunt up the missing docu-
ments,” it may possibly be that the plaintiffs have in fact
a writ endorsed as required, this dismissal will be without
prejudice to any other application for an order such as is
now sought or any other order. ‘
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Hox~. Mg. JusTicE RIDDELL. NOVEMBER 9TH, 1912.
WEEKLY COURT.
MASON v. GOLDFIELDS.

4 0. W. N. 300.

Com Mandamus—Motion for Plaintiff to Compel Delivery
o Bl o i 7 BB o 55 P

G. A. Urquhart, for the plaintiff.

Hox. Mz, Justice RippeLs:—The applicant has aban-
doned his right, if any, to costs. There will be no order as

to costs.
The other objects of the motion have been achieved ; there

will be no order.

Hox. Mg. Jusrtice KELLY. NoveEMBER 11TH, 1912,
OHAMBERS,

Re McKAY, CAMERON v. McKAY.
4 0. W. N. 304.

Will—Construction—Amount of Bequest,

Motion by executors under Con. Rule 938 for construc-
tion of the will of Angus McKay.

W. Proudfoot, K.C., for the motion.

E. €. Cattanach, for the infants.




