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be plaintifVfs coits in the cavxe, plaintiff to bc subject to an
Ï! tindertaking to pay extra eo3atî, flot exceeding a iftxed amount,

due to the holdinig of the trial at A.
Roberfsoi, in support of motion. Melliah, K.C., contra.

Longley, J.1 SuMJicy V. CIuRais. ijOct. 12.

Exa.c'ttiot-Omigioib -in reital-A4ctioi» againsi sheriff for
osoap;-Da-mages.

An execution which, in the preanible, recites the récovery of
a judgment agant ... ,and then proceeds, in the directory
part to require the aheriff "to take the body of the aaid B. and
commit unto our j ail, in your bailiwiek, etc.," is ample authority
iiotwithatanding the, omission of the mime of the judgment
debtor frein the preaînble, to juatify the tiheriff ini holding himi
under the exePntion. and where the sheriff upon bis own respon-
uibility, though acting in good faith, under the impression that
the execution is bad for the reason stated, allows the debtor to
go, he wilI ho liable to the exe<rntion creditor in darnages as for
an emope.

Where it appears f rom the evidence that the debtor is flot
persou of substance, and on account of bis finaucial position is
flot likely to be in a position te pay, damiages will be assessed
acceordingly.

Grohain, for plaintif, IV. C. Rnobiin.qaii for defenti.it

trovtnce of Manitoba.

KING'S3 BENOR.

Mathrs, . If Sept, 21.
TimuoNs v'. NITIONAIýL Fî IhS. C0.

Prt'-~ar atinfor dLfvyPniîo~Atinto

Aetion for libel. The dePfý.ndanta& pleuded that the libel coin-
plained of wus a privileppil o'onunipat imi and w4 up etortl


