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eaten1 off Ihld, ià eliaîges the restaurant ito a sixop aud(
is an offutïue, ýSeetjjS to Illte al]t insotinmd uotîtentIionl. 'litle
offence agaiîj.v t 1e Act i> sturely ini tite sale, aiud nlot in ite,
eating. I t is tie mvtn'u-'.. ilo ofîil, SIi eliugC'onti-dry to ttc Avt, andi lot tlicestl îr i atig

1 eau tieeoecolne to uno ot huir cotici usio, îîtnb'r aii t lie
Cituninstaflees, titanl thiat cand(it.- imn o]ranjges nîy 1we Sold on1

the Lori* day Il* a boîta ide atnrn~kev a rt ni'
Iiis ordiîîary Illisrne:s or caiîtwitiioLt auîy penialty, Iier
either thie ohi or new Lord's 1 )aI *Xeî, and that Uîe appellant
in this Case dîd not commnit any offence. lu so enldug
1 lhave not lost siglit, 1 trinst, of iitei'est for the due
and projsŽr observance of tlie 14ord*. day, d 1 do not
tlîink my Concliusion wiiI iii any wav intýllrferie with it. 1
agrec with what die late Lord Keun'oitn 4, said ini lex v~.
Younger, à T. IR. 449: 'e aia for te bsrato of the
Sabhath but not for a pharisaieal ob)ser\ atiori of it."ý

The convictionl wil therefore lxqascd but. titis being
a test case, withomut e.ost>.

CARtTWRIGHTii, MASTEtt. M uiI'ru 10.

CHIAM BERS.

Judgynent I)ebWor-k'.ratmination of-SecondÎI'rni«in
Application for-Ru le .$o~.

Motion under Rule 900 hv plaintilf (judguucnt creditor)
for a ,zeeond exaunination of defendant as 'a jiidguîîent debtor.

Britton Osier, for plaintiff.

W. .J. Elliott, foýr idef(,ndant.

l'HF 'MASTER :-Tltc application is supported only by an
affidavit of plaintiff's solicitor tinit Ite las been informed

Iby his client and vet'ily believes thiat "an agreement exista
whereby the said defendant is entitled to an interest in a
Maint known as the ' N'ugget ("laim.' " The defendant wagexamined as to this on llth March last on plaintiff's motionfor a receiver. After judgment in the action hie was ex-


