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the defendant Day, who joilled in the deed to bar lier dower,
and wlio was also a defendant in this action, swore that site be-
came aware of the errer when she read the deed befere she signed
it. She was net a party to the contraet for sale, aithougli she
knew of it and did not disappreve. She now insisted that she
was not bound to execute a rectifying document. The plaintiff
was entitled to his remedy against the defendant Charles B.
Day, who had ne justification for a refusai to complete the sale
agreed upen. Judgment directing that, if the defendant Charles
B. Day shall fail, within 10 days, te execute and deliver, at hie
own expense, a proper eonveyance te the plaintiff in fee, slimple,
aise executed by bis wife for the purpose of barring lir dower,.
of the 50 acres in question, the riglit, titie, and intere.at which
on the 2Oth Juiy, 1915, the said Chartes had, and the right,
titie, and interest wbich lie flOW has, in the 50 acres, shall be:
vested in the plaintiff, and directing a reference te the Local
Master at Brantford te ascertain the value of the dower intereet
of the defendant Ada Day in the land, and for p)aymnent by tho
defendant Cliarles B. Day of the ameunt wheni se ascertained.
The defendant Charles B. Day te pay the cesta of the action;
the costs of the reference te be paid by beth defendants, sup.
jeet to any direction whicli mna, he maeo eap icaio of
éither party after the reference, by KELJ. W. S. Brewster,
K.C., for tlie plaintiff. S. Alfred Jones, .. for, the defen-
dants.

SmITH v. J&coBs--KELLY, J.-Anti. 6.

Mort gage -Foreclostsre - Appropriaxtion of PaYimanis-
Princîpad and Irêterest - Insurance Premiirn and Interest in
Arrear -Mort gagors and Purcifflers Relief Act, 1915.1-Ani
action by a morgagee for foreclosure. The plaintiff alleged
that there were arrears both of principal and interest,
and that the defendants aise owed, in respect of the miort-
gaged land, taxes and insurance premiiumi down to the 15th
May, 1915, the action having been commeneed on the Dth June,
1915. The action was tried without a jury at Brantford. KELLiy.
J., in a written judgment, said that the defendant8 set uip
that severai payments made on the mertgage sheuld have been
appropriated te interest, instead of p)rincipal, and that that
wouid have had the effeet of redueing, if net altegether wiping

eut, the arrears ef interest tili the tine the action was breuight:-
upon the evidenee, the learnied Judge said, effeet could, net be
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