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Pleadi..g-A tirn for m ilicious droseulion-
obsemilns of juid« ai trial of crirninal
charge- Puhlication of char«.

lit an action for malicious prosecution, a
part of the statement of dlaim setting out the
observations of the judge before whoni the
plaintif %vas tried upon the criminal charge
out of whicl' the action arase, was struck out -
but A part stating damage to the plaintiff froni
the publication of such charge iii newspapers
and otherwise, was allowed to stand.

C ïti//ar, for the plaintiff.
Shp~,,for the defendant.

Boyd. C.] [April 23.

Re BROOKVIE1.D) AND ScH-ooi, TRUSTEE.S OF
SItDTiçON 12, TnwNsI-ip OF BkooK,.

Aianamu-Mi'1i'rnfor in comrt or chaua4ers
-Cois- 0-J Act, J. 17, ss. --- R. S. 0.
(1877), C. 52, S.17.

Sec, 17, Rub-scc. 8- Of the 0. J. Act, applies
to Inotionns for miarn,, etc., where an aCtion
is peicdingr but R. S- 0. (1877), C. 52, s. 17.
sPecial>' authorizes a summtar), Application for
a mandanius ini chianihers-.

Andi where a sunimnar>' application foir a.
tnanîtiinus %vas madle to the court, costs as of
a chainhers Application only were allowed to
the appli- -it, iwhere the circunbstances did flot
ju.stifv tliu mlosI of a larger amnount of
cc)ts thasi was sufficient to indicate that the
reslxondents- were in the wrong.

S'/ig, for the applicant.
i'F. E.lioïlgins,. for the respondent.

SAN',STOtT>ART.

sectnrty fr rîd c i- In.p~ iydor e-..Lmali
judge, jUP7,riitrn t

A local jmadgt, ini whosv county the proceed.î
iags in an action oeut oif which an interpicader
41,09, were carried en, andl who hisnself madeÏ
the interffleuder ordeIr, lias po>wer to niai«tî

an interlocutory order in the issue thereby
directed,

Coulstrn v. .S'jiers, 9 P. R. 49, followed.
A Party' to an interpleader issue nia>' be

ordered to give securit>' for costs.
The dictumn of the Master in Chambers in

Canadidn BiJa.k ôomm..,rerce v. Mliddgton,
12 P, R. i2t, not approved.

Wîlliains v. Croshntg, 3 C B. 956, follOwtd.
Ayle,çwttorth, for the plaintiff.
C. j. HoInman, for the defenlant.

I3ayd, C. j [May 8.
HUFFMAN V. DONER.

judginenl-Combined inetcutiry and.,#nal
-Nuies 7 2, 75S.

Wherte a writ o~f sunimons is indorsed with
the particulars of a liquiclated deniand, and
also with a dlaim for unliquidated damiages,
the plaintiff may, -%,itho,.t an order, sign a
cotubined final and interlocutory judgmnent

iupan defauit of appearance, rules 72 And 75
may be comibined in a proper case, and justify
such a judient.

Bis.reti v. Jones, 32 Clly. Il. 635, followed
in preference tri Slandard B'alik v. 11i711s, to

AMidMoin. for plaintiff.
W.-M. oulsfor defendant.

.iMARsITlIME C0UR7T 0F OA'7A R/Q.

TrHE IIHEC'rok.ý'

rHONIA$ u, oYfriù'4

furidùton f ie urf - rgisfratiolri-
i ~'sc/s*~/t/liatirnof Mei St'rmngt,'.

The Ilector"> was a commion pleasure boit
on Lake Ontario, of about three tonsA burtheni,
twent)y.tive feet long, seven feet beaintwoand a
hialt fect deep,and unregistered. The defénclant,
Schumnanwas niaste-ofthe ,-ossel. i'heplaînti«f
alteges an agrement lw.tween Ézra Fi. Ilringle
and the defendant,4, that the (ornner should
have a liait interest in the lxt an d ts eara-

iings, and tîzat this liait interest was assignn1
b>' Etfa 1-l. Pringle to the plaintifl, wbu now
mets up his claimi to a hait înterest in the bat
and its earning,-, and asks that an ar-count bc

E-arly Notes of Canadian Cases.
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MOROW Il. CHFYE~I.


