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firovince of lElew l8runetch.
SUPREME COURT.

F-N ]BANC.] 
[April 16.

HALIFAX BANKING CO. V. SMITH.

A ction on bond-Foreclosure of inlor/gage-Res judicat.

The plaintiffs filed a bill in Equity for the foreclosure of a rnortgage, to

WVhjcb the defendant pleaded coercion an-d fraud. Plaintiffs then sued on the

bond, which accompanied the mortgage, in the Supreme Court, to wbich de-

fendant pleaded substantially the saine defence. Tbe plaintiffs won, The suit

'in Equity was then proceeded with, and plaintiffs contended that the defence

Set Up was reg judicata. The Judge in Equity took the same view and

Ordered a decree for the plaintiff.

On appeal to the Full Court the judgmient of the Judge in Equity was

sustained.

W4 alace supported appeal.
M.G. Tecdi contra.

PROBATE COURT.

TRUEMAN, J. [ST. J 1OHN, April 14.

IN RE JORIDAN.

J)eed poili- To take effect after dleath-I'robate of.

inThe deceased, by deed poil, gave ail bis property to certain persons named

ithe deed, to be, after his death, divided as directed in the deed. He kept

the deed in bis possession until just before bis death, when it was delivered to

take effect after bis death.

Application was made by the trustees named in the deed to prove tbe

deed as a will, it being execute(l in the formai. manner requii-ed by the Wills

ACt. They contended that the deed should be proved as a will and they

narned as executors tbereof.

1Icld, that the deed could be proved as a will, but that the decree should

be fol' letters of administration cum testamento annexo, to issue to the trustees.

Iordan, Q.C., in support of application.

1provtnce of Miianitoba.

'rALO )C..] HIGH COURrf 0F JuSTIC.E. [a 4

IE.TNAJ..IFE INSURANCE CO. v. SHARP.
bePterpkding Sîriingoui Pleas-Amrend-vePt- Queefl's Bench A ct,

S'everai paragraphs of the defendant's statenlent of defence were objected

tby tht Plaintiff, as raising defences wbich were not good in law, and a


