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ing and took notes, which were afterwnrds
printed, could refer to the printed copy, aftes the
destruction of the original notcs, to show exs-tiy
what did take place.

5. That the occasion was not one of privilege
or qualitied privilege,

Oster, Q.C., and Ryckman, for the defendants.

James A, Macdonald for the plaintiff,

Chancery Division.
Full Court.]
BICKERTON v. DAKIN.

[Feb. 18,

Liea - Wlvechavics’ livn-—Paitnership—Claim of

]

lien rogistered in name of, after dissolution—
RSO e 226,88, 26, 19~ Clatmant’—* Per-
sonn entitled to the len'—353 Viet, e 37, O— |

Jurisdiction of High Couri—Joining liens—
Statcments of clatm wnder 53 Vict, e, 37, 5. 2,
Q.- Awiendmoent.

vidually in their own names ; but all subsequent
proceedings shall, nevertheless, continue in the
name of the firm.”

Held, that the words “subsequent prorceed-
ings " should be confined to proceedings by the
plaintiff ; and a motion to set aside tiie pleading
was dismissed.

/{. Cassels for the plaintiff.

W, M. Douglas for the defendant Hudson.
C.P. Livl Court.}

Macmagron, J.] [Feb. 14.

McLEaN 2. BRUCE.

Attachment of debts—Judyment for costs only—
Rule g35—Parties—Assignee of jadgmeni—
Awiount attached wunascertained-Residuary
legatee and  excculor—Administration—Re-
cetver—Equituble execulion.

Under Rule 935 an order to attach debts may

! be founded on a judgment for costs only.

Juduient of Bovw, C., reported, 20 O.R. -

192, atfirmed on al! points.
Ayleswoorth, Q.C., for the defendant Nesbitt.
Masten for the plaintiffs,

Full Court] [Feb. 18,
Towy or MEAFORD 7, LANG ET AL,

Principal and surety--Qfficial bord—Collcctor
of taves — Municipal corporaiion— Release of
surctics -- Non-disclosure—Constructive fraud.
Decision of MacMaHON, ], reported, zo

Q.R. 42, affirmed.

W. Cassels, Q.C., for the plaintiff.
J AL 1\'{';7’, Q.C., for the defendants.

Practice.

“Rosg, J.] [Feb. 13.

LANGMAN . HUDSON,

Partnersiip—Defendanls sued in firn name—

Pleading— Rule 288,

In an action against two partners sued as a
firm in the firm name, though after dissolution,
ae of the pariners appeared in his individual
game and afterwards delivered a statement of

g tefence and counter-claim, also in his individual

e  The other partner did not appear.
By Rule 288, * Where parthers are sued in

¢ name of their firm, they shell appear indi- |

Troutuman v, Fisken, 13 P.R,
uished.
Under Rule 935 an assignee of a jud;yment,

153, disting-

i though not a party to the action, may apply to

{ enforce the judgment by attachment. An order

may be inade attaching the amount, if any,
commg to a judgment debtor as residuary lega-
tee under a will, although it is undetermined
whether anything, and, if anything, how much,
is due to him. Upon an inquiry as to whether
anything is due to a judgment debtor as resid-
uary legatee, where he also has the character
of executor, the legatees and creditors ought to
be before the court, and the way to bring them
hefore the court is by administration proceed-
1hgs. ‘
Quarre, wiether the assignee of the judgment

¢ would be entitled to administration.

The assignee of a judgment appointed re-
ceiver by way of equitable execution to receive
whatever interest the judgment debtor might
have as residuary legatee,

Haoyles, Q.C., for the assignee,

H. Cassels for the judgment debtor.

Boyn, C.} [March 5.

. CHAPMAN 2. NEWELL,
Costs—Parinership action—Assets.
In actions betweea parties, in the absence of

special circumstances such as misconduct or
negligence, the . ssets will be directed to be




