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NOTES 0F CASES-DIGEST 0F ENGLISH LAw REpoRtTS.

VICTOIA MlJTUÂL Fiit ]INs. CO. V. BETHUNE.

[September 25.J
Admin.îration of Jugtice Act-Injuncti.

The plaintiffs bad effected an insurance in
favour of one Clark, whose goouds %vere destroyed
by lire, and referees awarded him a suma ot
money whieh the plaintiffs were ready to pay
over, but having been served with garuishee
proceedings, at the instance of the defendant
Bethune, they had refrained fromn paying over
thse amount, aud orders were miade by the Judge
of the County ot Wentworth, iu favour of
Bethune aud seven other creditors to an aniount
of $582.97, being the frill amount of the mnoney
remaining in the hands of the plaintiffs, as
payable to Clark, sud Bethune bail issueti au
execution sgainst the plaintiffs, and the sheriff
hiad seized under the writ. It also appeared thst
thse Judge Of the Cony of Essex hadl gratd
a &sixuilar order for $2018 debt, sud costs $38,11,l
s0 that the sums ordered to be paid by plif tiffs
exceeded the ainount in their banda by about
$240 ; thereupon plaintiffs applied to the Judg.'
of Wentworth for an order to rescind his ordurs
80 far as plaintiffs were prejndiced therehy,
which application the Judge retuacit to grant on
the ground tfîat hie had not any authority to ýe-
scind bis order. IUnder these circumstances, the
plaintiffs filed a bil in this Court for an order
to continue an interiin injonction restrainiug
proceedings on such orders, but
*PROUDFOOT, V.C., refnsed the motion, obser-

ving : Il le Administration uf Justice Act ap-
plies tu County Courts, and in the proceedings
in Essex all the claimnts ruighit have been stim-
mnud titider the set of 1873,. (sec. 8) aud a
judgment or decree macle adjusting ail the
riglits of the parties. If dissatistied withi the
decision it iit bave becu appealed from."

Walker for plain tiffs.
C'rickniore and 11ess, contra.

HOWEL's Staite Trials, 207. À curions ilus-
tration ufthe1 extienie 1.arbarjlv of the spirit uf
Britislh cri i ual iîw. lii cases niot < 'i f i
showii iii a law w ih juii 5V. a . . ,cu sasY jy t
years ktgo. enseet , we heiese, il) thle Ti i e ufr
IEdward VI. , autnd I) l fieh , th5at veî y
person '' cOl i.it t.f GI(11 ii i.g or 51i iiig %xil ai.
weapuul ini à cfîurî,lt\ac is lu Live olne ot his
ears eut off; andî il t Le lîsîs ofii iit-g Lajve
noue cais 1%'hieljY lLe shu nl icux uhpou.1

Sishinei. t, t fi ii "iic Iett r F' aas o0 Le brantief
iii the cheuk witlî a lio, bron, su tii'at iLe iiglit
be kîîuwîî for a tîîa -inAeir sud li~hîtvr. Nu:li-
inig eau more forcibiiIist rate te îîJr ff sav-
agery uft te tiniies t ha n tfsat thfe la w-iliaîkr wxas

ohi igef to eontenîl fate th e robaisliity of fi îîd iubculprits whose cars have ai ready becia eut otIE
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AeýCOUýNT.-See APPRaOPRIATION OF PAYMENTS.

ACKN<>WLED MENT Sec LIMITATIONS, STAT-
UTiE 0F.

ADMINISTRATION SrITr.

P. died in 1740, aud bis assets Were appor.
tioned ansong tbe creditors n-ho were then
foulud. The fonds then distributable were
instfcient to psy the creifitors in fulfl. In
1867 a large Suu Was paid into court ta
the credit ut P. 's estate, sud certain cred-
itors Of' P.'s estate preScntcd tijeir dlaims.
HeId, that said crediturs Wvre ouly entitled
lu sucli a proportioni utsaid sum as tîeir debts
bore to the total iîîdebtedness ut P. 's estate,
sud tbat the reinainder (If said $umi must ha
retained tu lacet any fuiture dlaims uf uther
creditors.-Ashley v. Ashley, 1 Ch. D. 243.

AnI1'.NCY.-Se(, r.I:,OK Fiît; CONTRtACT, 3 ; PINs-
CIPAI, AND AGNT '.

AGREMEN'ÇI -See CONTRACT.

APL'OINTMENT.

E., who had power ut sppOintnîcnt by will
uver £7,000O, sppointed tu various persons
£1,995, £4,OOQ, £4,000, arid £5 , being
£10,000 in ail. An afîpointea ut £4,I)OO died
in the testator's liftime. Held, that the
othe- appoinutees, anti nut thic p)ersons eîtitled
in defaîîult of pointaienît, Were entitfed to
the beiiefit of tfîe lapse. Apfîointees uf lite
sud revvrsiuîîary ilîti-resta avure ordered to
bring their interests t mb otclîjîot.-Bales v.
Drak-c, 1 Ch.- D. 217.

,Sec SFTTLEMENT, 1.

APROI'soîIlIrON OP? lAYMENTS.

A. & B., jPertluvîs, gaxve their acceptance
to flic plainlti.' Ifz £1! ?2 for gouda sold. A.
& Bf f cf. POf j ai luil, and inft. rîued tihe
plainitiffia ut tîjiS, anid Ifiat z1. WUld carry un
the In1sinuasý, aid psysd Ieeiie flec partner.
ah iî. dcl ta. Aftui t i is tf.e pJîainttff5 sent A.
ail îceoilint h,,adeif, 'A., delbtor lut liitfso
puth iig" tîle ilteif 'Ian 'e oft A. & B, f'or £1 32fi rst, tut, t l'un ail .îîjitaice l'y A. ou ly;
snd coi. tii. î i.,dîl sîîte artii' alielnîs
aiiitin iîg lu ) 1. al,-il 1%ilin î a balanice

l1 aist A. (1f t92.lterýa a cfs A. madîe pay-
li i, xi ii, xiih the uifiîr 1)elyilelits,
aiinontiitd tI> mole t in Lt j32. Tiie hîlaintiffs
SI ud l the i0l-fîaie for £132, and A.
1 îî,.îkhi P:1ýYllit. Ibld, ifat tiie f)ayînents
mitai e liilist 1-i a fiflied tu tiie deli ts iii order
oi date, as tLe fîlsîmîtitta Lsd bliiuded the ac-
counts of A. & B., partners, sud ut A.; sud


