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b. muleh better Îut sudi cases that the order were made hy a Judog,,
of ti. Iliih Court.

An order 'nay go containing the provisions 1 have mnuntioned,
and eonflrxning the report and directing distribution in accord-
ance 'with it8 provisons.
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(MJRLETJE v. VERMILYEA.

Veiw-Couty(%unt Action-A.ctin against E7recutr fMr ~~c
fic Legacy-Pleradiing--Countyl! Con-rtsç Act, ?oc.)2 (1f), -
Crunty wiherein Wzil PrvdCnvnetIlace for Trial-

Motion jjy thie dfendant to transfer the action Crom tli-'
Couxity ( oult of York to that of Hlastings.

EvN. inor for the defendant.
John JenT1ingsz, for the plaintif!.

TME MfASTEU:- Ihe plait Iéai &rMI tHe defen "0
ros mpint fcu"or la default of its delivery $,30udaag
This fichul appears tu ho a lace ornamnit of ai valuablu chiarac-

ter mneh(,I prizetl1 hy ladies. This, it is alluged, wa> 1,uste o:
the. plaintifr by a frs. Mepndeli, but is heing wrngfuîlv rctinvid
byv the. defendant, w1ho wvas one of thle execu1tors of the t1-statrix.
lie im no! sued, homer as exicutor, Sut as haviig eptf pwu..eiio
of tii. fichu after the will had heen proved and the estate womdS up.

The defendant muinits that lie and hi.a co-execut, slouldi be
jOintly sUeld as Ruch,. le alsO inokes on this motion the pui

sionsý of the County Court. Ail, R. S. 0. 1897 ch. 5,sec. '23,
daus.tiL 10, and secn 3P, as requiring the action Io ho téi in 1las-

l'à, defendant swears tu a good imay win Ie. legie
iheir names.- andl somne indication of whiat they' will p)rov. Of

thvome at leýast srvenr1 fi h wvould appea-yr tu hoe imateril aud par-
halas aven tpn.

The. plAitif!l nsw >taites that sIite wili requiri, four %vit
nesPe, butt gives ieither the naines non anv informtion as Wo

wbant they wiIl h, cailled to) testify. ilivder A\rpin v. Qiae,1è
il. Ji. 36,this. inay ho allo)wallel. ltii. practice. however, ù la usu-
aIl that adopted Av the detendant. And, if a plahiff ton d&-


