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Rule 632 provides that Ilthe p"yntent of
money ifito couirt shall fot be deemed an admis-
sion of the cause of action in respect of which it
15 sa paid."

I/drI, that the plaintiffs were flot entitied to
tike out the rnoney paid into court, unies they
took it in full satisfaction of their dlaims.

J1ohn Gi-epr, for the plaintiffs.
.yiomrv for the defendanti

. 3 IIVISIONAL COURT.

GILBERT V'. SrîIL.s

[May 27.

v A; re'st -Cr. Io-refr--oùnl set aside
*-A?'' maeeia/-Coby of aiidavit-- Affldaiti

a,; information agd bdlief-Rue 6o09-Ex-
bif/il,'.

Upon an application ta set aside an order
for a ca. sa. upon the groutid that it is based
upon insufficient material, as distinguished
froîin a motion to dischargc the deiendant from
custocly uipon the mierits, no new mnaterial can
be tused.

D)amer v. Rush'y, 5 P. R. at P, 389, folloWed.
lii tiîis case an order for- a ca. sa, %vas granted

upon two affidav'its ; one that of the Toronto
iiýcnt for the plaintiff's solicitors, exhibiting a
copy of an affidavit nmade by one of stich solici-
tors, stating that lie believed it te he a truc
copy, and that the original wvas stated ta have

Jii.1, M89

been enclosed in a letter received by hiin thatFI T TEMDA .t
day, but w~as not se enclosed, but not stating AîPRET.
tliat sut h an affidavit ever existed. RA RPRY

Ifdd, that this coutl flot be treated as forin- i. What is an estate in land? Is a lien an
ing any evidence upon which an order for estate?
arrcst could 12e founded. 2.What words are used in conveyancîng for

*rhe other affidavit used, stated that the the purpose ef creating an estate tait?
deponent was credibly informed and believed 3. What was the decision in Ta/tai trar/ Case,
crrtain fiacts, not stating the naine o? bis in- and what %Nas its effect P
formant nor the grouinds of bis belief. ,Hwwsamrgg eadda a'

Held, that this statement did not comnply homp in equitv, and hov at the present day?
N%-ith Rule 6o9, and wvas insufficient as proof of 5. De6ine dowVer and estate by tke courey,
the facts stated, uipon an application for such stating the essentials o? each.

dO oder.6. A tenant in tait buys the fée sitiple. What
Gibbàes v. ;PaIdi'n, i . M. & W., Y 73; M( ' is the effect P Why?
tlrsv. Afaekb.', 6 U. C. L, J., 14) referred to. 7. What is a terni of years P

The copy or affidavit inarked as an exhibit to
the affidavit of the Toronto agent, was net filed SMT'SCMONLW
as an exhibit, and was subsequently produced i. What is the law as to the liability of a per->

.' to the Court as an original affidavit, a newjurat son for an injury donc te another by actdsidmor.-
having been added. mistaks

-r
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IfsId, per FALcoNEitiDG; ,, that the. exhftbl%
even though it was not actually in th. hands of
the offleer of the Court, was part of the. record
of the. case, and should flot hâve been. sa deâlt
with.

ROSEJ. [M-ay t9ï
HAmiLToN PROVIDENT & LoA?< Socin"Y

V. imcKîl,.
Notice of trial-No owver /ô shorten timb-.

Rules 4&,ç, 66î.

A defendant is entitled to the full ten days
notice of trial prescribed by Rule* 66t, uniees&
lie has consented to take short notice of trial,
or unless short notice can ha rlirected as a term
for granting an indulgence sought by a defend-
ant; and there is no power under Rule 485 Or
rtherwise to compel a de.lendant to take short
notice.

John Cre,'ar, for plaintiff.
Ay/esworth, for defendants,

Law Stude.nts' Departmlent,

The following papers were set at the Law
Society Examiriation before Enster Terra, 1889 :


