
puaI, , oi erte î.îght to luAe I uloi th(' grouiîd of estoppel, m- h tut
~ .~ ot re~n1 d ti itu trital. Thc Cout tN[LitLunrîîii C-.. .ý

MÂu AHoSai Tu: TZiî. . J. . teiLglt, it not unre-a'oiiabî

that ail 4111iliî~ îold lie alffrded to tle plitî of ci
1hili 11wuotppeî l îpi w hie lie relieu, and dirutcW a e

trial uý ul' the Jact trial to be co.,'ts ttIî (liendî inl i li
ciucu cons oft îthe appual to be uosts ini the caUsu. \V. E.

IIdItuu, J'.<.., l'or the plaintt. J. A. \1acito1s1, foir the de-
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lppeal lu S ie fo (our! o/ ( f l L'u sesu ,

Tinte. Co ~-1e('t ur Appea] l s,(J.. s.:î iuo

MAI.XUNand Muui ,J J.A.). ,ii Il uiotion hi' t b plain-
ti % o leave to ppealp t i S1 uprunîe (ourt of Aatda andi ti

xtidthe tîune for apelgfroîi thle jndgiîîeiî of tue toudu of
tu, ui, 1fay 1909, la () . L < 188, t Iiglît i a proper eSe fi.

aa ication t0 the 'SuIpruinw Court for uv Ioxt't appeat va. ion

rduti, e tu-w plaintif1s ant opîxirti 0il t oi lo- Spei
'îî t.orerd iaI ie % tum, 11r appeat i ig bue uwteid uîîlil thle

emp atioli of flc e t tt i îugs of itat (onul, mnîiîîiuig i

Vurtar 1910. Conts of tLis application to bu o4 ii tle pro-
po-i-fi appeal. T. C. liobinette, N.C., fou the phintit'KW. A.

lola.K.C., for flie defendants.
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IVill-Lau'fudl t'îdoii' ('oirrýlstatioii fl. amippeiil by
the Allifnait *\giie Cw ) îlnîî 'auîk [rou thle order of a Ili-

sioiiîl Conrt flirîîiiî lat jiliîu the i triaîl hii faor of loie

plant fiNcxcutr~ uooîîidîg ie w ill of .lîîie. NuVoy*ir-
To1 ialb apian,l;it el îtd b liete lawfît wdow' Cf the

Teese.'ho ettrgv eti lgacie to M1W elide of Mie
pptantind t1i', residuef of biis estate to11 die 1fondanti F a

whrfoek w li e 1wa nîarri aftulus 1 llege ;11 arriage' !b Ilte
aippeltaiti. Tl'h Court Mos '.jT.O.. 0s.niîjý, (Lxiiîîow,M -

1.AREN, and 'OEîîtUTU, .TJ.A), nt the hîearing (li;thi Noveinblwi,
1909), tiuib'ed tlî appea. beIng of opinion Iliat, 11w trial ,Jutlre
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