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I1o)vu, C. :-The settied pra(ýti tu appuars now to be in
Eplnda it hias long heen estalilied h-tv utider tlie dci-

erà (rdurs i now CSoli. Itules 665i. 666, 667), that under a
judgmient oi re t, aveounu div Ma-ter utay tttqture irio

illdge am replort upon)I Skvd(ld avvouîItt-and titis whieter
hejudgmient i- hv con-cent or otit(mrwsc, anid mlhethr the

;matter D9 e l reet. 1,1 b , iii th eadn )r îlot. Titat voit-
ieulent practice, î'ognzed ini New vît v. \\ cueit. 31 Beav.

:315 is flrmnly grunv v y tite Cou]-t of Appeal iii lolgaîvý

Edinbuirgh if Assurance Co. v. Allen, '23 Cr-. 230, which
aâ lx~ floe wtot question evet sinee,

But it isý said ffhat iis- prior investigation of the estate
,cuoits 1,fore iteSuric Judge of ie locaiity is- not i

mUr uf settfled or stateýd ;u (omit, but, is radier to, be treaîed-,
Srezs jiataý, wiihshudhvstîp in lhe pleadings. Il.

(). 0 189-~. .e. . i hktatlta-îunt fie

pzve ,f l i e Iiidge shall be binding upo î-,pst
uo~fed ati tteningon tie proeediniïs ini :n1m. -qun

mv~tigatOu f tîte account in the Iligh Court-excýept 'n se
.Ar as 11nistake oir fraud( i-a s in the avveouîl o pro vl
,j«ia investligationI isý ýubstianiially atn audititig of tue wn-

oeu~fs, nilit w - ) trle iii :1 Rulsseli, 8 0. 1. P1. l1ý1.
z o. . R.92G.It i- jusi lthe sort of examination and ap-

p~r~va1 of accoun ithit \va- deait w ith iii teEglitvr
~ ru?~ nd 2Ci., wl wltere the auit w a- I)w un] oiv

mpp~~intudtde tue( ies of a henilt-4-îîV

Appeal iii îse withiSt ù-
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