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SCHQ- ~ r-A1IZAB 
FERRIS v. F

liUelChance>y sittings-Transfer-Rule 263

Notice 0. f. A.
ceY S.~ . f trial bad been given for Fail Chan-

b efen g at Simncoe.
atobtained a change of venue to

til nternis it ala, thttenotice of
Theno Sinicoe, should stand for London.

eJudge at London refused to take tbe case,
ibelog~

at1 to the Common Pleas Division.
fvor b in vas eventually decided in plaintif's

Iigo tOn the taxation of bis costs, tbe tax-
gbot. cer refused to allow bim tbe costs of the

'Ve attlenipt at trial. On appeal, Cameron,
tra oUt deciilgwhether the Master's order

kPrac. Cases.

[FebruarY 12.

ERRIS.

Lc.il/usive action--Righi to defendi--I)OWer.

The action was brought by Mathew Ferris and

his wife against Archibald Ferris to recover

nine years arrears under an annuity deed made

by the defendant to secure $12o a year to the

plaintiffs during their lives. Janet Ferris, the

defendant's wife, joined in the deed to bar bier

dower. The defendafit abandoned his wife and

absconded. She brought an action for alimony

and now makes application to be adînitted to le-

fend this suit on the ground that it is collusively

brought for the purpoSe of defeating bier suit for

alimony, and to deprive bier of dower in the

lands.
H1eld, upholding tbe order of the Master in

:ustafProper one, held that the plaintiff was Chambers, that the applicant was eiititieu L

Jtastifd lnacting upon it ; that the costs in- let in to defend.

ti e' caused by the defendant's applica- Fulterton, for the application.

lo1~ ritCange the venue, and, should properly Clement, contra.

Ilwteevent.
vure0d, fo th 

0/i rufot . Fbur g

A rh contra. GRAND TRUNK Ry. CO. V. ONTARIO AND

1 QuEBEc Rv.

MIr. Ulo Apezl/- -.'et-iiity-Say ofexecution-ExpaP te

PQC--Iroudfoot, J.] [Jan. 30. order.

SKINNER V. WHITE. Under R. S. O. cap. 38, sects. j6-27, proceed-

llent plaint z -Nextft iendj. ings can only be stayed upon security being

skiIne action wvas brought in the naine of one given hotb for the costs ini the Court of Appeal

wa of, b his next fricnd, alleging that Skinner and those in the Court below. Orders to stay

Sa~ UlSQund mind, and clairning to set aside execution pending an appeal should flot be made

Sae0f larnd. 
ex Parte. Such orders may be appealed toa

The de2fendant applied to have proceedings Judge in Chamber without first movifl efr

%tayeId ntl.gb 
fr

An nfiî plaintiff should be declared a lunatic. the Master in Chamfbers to resciond thieni.

was afiailftepantfieoigta e G. T. B/ackstoCk, for the plaintiffs, (appellants).

sanle, and desired the action to be dismissed, Hl. Cassels, contra.

wer thOs of two physicjýlns that he was sane,

~ fledProudfoot, J.] [February 19, 1883.

'ele M aster in Chambers ordered a stay of pro- HMLO .TED

aPpel, ROUIFOO, J. dichared his Afp a- Tinýte---Ex Pare order.

ppeal >OIFOJ. icagdti By an order of reference the questions raised

itirisdicfnth ground that teMaster had nlo by the pleading were referred to a referee, under

b clnto direct an inquisition in lunacy, sect. 47 O. J. A. The referee made bis report,
t0 d. kne rdfndn ih pl wbich was dated the 17th january, and filed a

Pl . SIIiss the action on the ground that the day or two afterwards. On the îoth of February

b l"fwas competent to manage bis owfl the defendafits obtained from the Master in

for plintif Chambers ex farte, an orier, extending the time
1Y. for appealing, on an affidavit of the Toronto

/Jrten, for defendant. agent of the defendant's solicitor, that sucb soli-

citor had been mnisled by a postal card of the


