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On tbe Iiearing of the motion, thepaitfsakdlaet
file a suppleînentary affidavit toe i e thiat. n t1e ,pillioli
of the deponent. the plaintiffs have a righit tu the relief claiuiil.
and aftt'r the argument lianded such an affidavit in.

1 reserved the iiiatter to sec if 1 coulil or should iiiaket ani
order which %vouldl lreveflt what lias heen donte beiig cîr
ahortive.

Upon icotisideration 1 amn of the opfinion, howev'r, ilhat thie
irrégularities are of sueli a charac-ter that the proper <isposif ion
of the mnalter. ini the eircuinstanceýs, is te ,iet aside theu oirier anid
service, leavinig the plaintiffs to tomxniienct. thUir actioin afreSi.

if so advised.
The order ami service wvili. therefore, he tuet as;ide %%îihcoî

(~~Mv. McNHii.-lBim">tý. .1. Avim. fi.

('ontraet-Si tlti,< 0t of ArtÎon'-iit< rue oiltop, of S'Qraoo o
-Pr,niise to I>ay (ui ihrw4c uiaJ-fr
of I>roiiii« P-ailurck I>roe I>r<misr ý 'il/y Pi)anvzq<Ni. .ýtel
u>! of Firauds.]-The plaintiff. who 'vstheg Iarisli priest of'
W.yomning, in the Roiiani {'atholie Diocesi, of' Londoi.taro
sue'd upon an agenetallegevd Io hiavuei en atie >tw
thev plaintiff, y hîi siolicitor, Mr. 1). S. eMi111n and th de-
fenidanit, the Archibishop, of Toronto. Vie plaiitlif andl thei
Bi1shop of London had soine differenicts, wliehl riesultud in an1
action instituted by the plaintifr against tlit M2ihop. Th'lat
action was ripe for trial in Marii 1913,. w1hen thedeemin
intervene<l. Tie agreoinenit, wliatever it , was niot iri wriî,
îiL. The plaintiff allt-ged tiat tlie aLgreementi tl, iat, iii con11
Siduration of hus wtidrainiý-ig t1c acti1on againast 111o Bisilop of
Lonidon, tlic defendant -ould pay ilt ooas., fixoil at >650); thatj
thet plaintifî woul<I lie restored to I11; pariasi ; that thei defuntrlgýint
Would( 1perisoiially "look after the daiae ut of ii.' i ai on]

agint1wi Bishop of London was oe hY anil einn w
twoen the soicitors oit hoth sideos thait nio furthr t.t.ii-
should lie taken, anti tint ther, slioul lic nu cost., lutier
part 'y. The. uvidiec vsenlcig u ilearncd ,Jugea
c-epts the. defendaLnt 's ;ttinn s 10 Miat wits pronîîisqd tliat
nothing m[ore, iva pontisted than tia;t th defedan uoild p)aý
the eosts ani wýoul do whatkk wasL ini his power Io prcue'or tht.-
plaintiff a liaingi or tial by the. Rota iii Rouie Iii eec
to the wh1olve case; alnd tht. leairneid -TJudgg finds tiat ilic di.

fendntîi lias dlonc ill tiat lit, protnisted ito (10 AI tht. trial l'i


