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interest in the promissory note, and therefore the prooeedii
were not a mere nUlhÎtY.

(3) Following the same euse, that the Court had the power
arnd by adding the slcito>rs ais parties nunc pro tune as of
teste of the writ, and this should have been done in the Cou,
Court.

(4) That this Court had the power to amend the proceedi
in that way, and should do so in order to do justice in the preuûi
aithough the aniendmient had not been asked for in the Cc
below, or n this Court.

(5) That upon the amiendment being made by addiug Nie-
MacoGregor &r MacG;regor, as parties plaintiffs to the action,
appeal should be dismissed.
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MITRPIHY'S CASE.

C'ompci-WlilidiiW-tp of Banking Comtpanw-Confiributory-
,qTptià for Share8-A cceptan«e--Noice of Allotme n-
Agreement-romissory Note.

Aj>peal by the liquidator from the order of FiRuso;,.
in the~ Weekly Court, 14 0.W.N. 294.

'Thle appeal was heard by MEREDTH, C.J.C.P., BzIl

UwIDDu., LATC11FoRD, and MIDDLETON, JJ.
W. K. Fraser, for the appel jant.
W. J. MeWhinney, X.C., for the contributory Murph>

spondent.

Tus COvUR allowed the appeal witih costs and res3t
Murphy's ne to the liait of esutributories.


