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townshipi aîeo the new vilhige znnnifcipalltios. NiiGt.uA F.ut.Lf PAR<K CONtMuSSîONIthn u 1,

Re Albeenark, etc-. 45 U.C.R., 13,, referred FQwApn. _
to andi dietinguishiet. Dicýy'aI.dajs-'ikFînc >nk--

E. P. A n»our, for the plaintiff. -Diseîasing cvidence relled on.r
J. K Xer, fo thetlaandntL'ia practirein ordclAng particuIared dpends

-- ~~in this Province on tht'c inherentjuitiio.

1of the court te prieventt injusticea bring ili)neÇ
the rules in foi-ce i Englanti not having bren

Ini anl action of treslFs t01and
Mosus u.Mosr.s. anits pleadeti a lca8 frein thé, Dominion Gov-

C>ss-Se!' o-'u >isirhnof Division Coiirt-- f arimant, andi that the' landI liat haro vasted
A sceiiieotlv t<r dloflnt. 1 nthe Governincnt as ordinance landn. This
The defandant <iigi;et al wrîting in these was pleaded inl an ilnlexception able iliantier,

%vords:I Britntforcl, Oct. q)th.f, If iinv. andi no affidavit was fileti bv the plaintifis ta
thing happens te nie sida(ln, thîs is te ilnsure 41hou that tliry %vere unlable tu rrply witiriat
ii 11 sosuli epthe plaintiff) te) takec Sioo fujîther dlisclovsrira ; yt an ortiar NVas nadr by
freini lis sister f-lanllîis Share, te î-epav the Ma<etcr iii Chambears for particulars of the

ixiionex' lent tei lier. If 1 live uintil this tinîre facts and icana by %vhichi, andthedi time at
next veri I wilI settle it with hilm.- whieih, the landts bèc.air'a ordticç landis. It

Helid, that this wie< not a stitTfcivct ascer- dîd iot appear that the defendants hati any
tainnient (if the ainoutit dite, hv the Signature special inceans of infoi tnation as ta the îîîttr
of the? defeîîdant, witlini the mcanming cf (if titie, net open to tAie plaintiffs.

RS C., 31- 5t-$ 71), t. allow of a dlail liponl T'Id, tixat the order was %wrong iii frn
it anti other iteins tailetulit te abolit $6o) , tie uitinost slîould have beciu to declare tîmat
being joineti iii a Divisgion Court actioni. jthe defendants shoti siet bc -iloweti te give

MeDeniid v. MrDerinid, 15 A.R. 287, fol- evidence in support of this part of their de.
lowed, fance, cmxcaept in se far as they ftirislmed

Rte Grahapp v. 7'colinson. 12 I. R. 367, re lpurticulau's.
ferreti te, But aveu soch ail order as iiîdicatced shouti

AVswtfor- ;laintiff. net have brexi made in this case -, for a party
Futilerton, fer dmfenidant. is not ebhigati te disclose uipen what ev'lc1roce

Re;ur~TosJ.J1 [Jaui1. o, 188g

,avn utieumm t-Dca- -R aie 374-
A coutitr claini foi' dainages by rcasun of

falsa ani dcpreciatery statamuaents with irgard
te tha valea of the înioi'tgagcd preunises liaviiug
becui sot tup hy the defendtants in an ordimiar>'
mieitgage acion1, aul ordr strikiig it out

ttrdLli leI 374 was affirniucd, as Nwall on the
gi'euid of incovanience iri trý'inig the action
andi couintar claini together, as cii the grouti
thuit the ceeniter clainu ,vas fileti for em.

icLeïtt v, Ham iUanat Street Ra iluc'y Co., Il.
P.1S. 193, anti Central Biank v. Osborner, 12 P.R.
160, folloWed.

E. T. Esglish, for the plaintiff.
iloyles, for the defendants.

lihe relias, or by witat iine.in4 ihe is goiflg to
prove his contention.

Irving, Q.C., for the plaimtiffs.
H1. Synioms, for the' daefe.daiitq.

j Srn T, J.j fan. il, l'q
Rus PRiT-Tit.- 'IItJtSTmi{ irus&s--Armumeraion--lirchngtetf secw ruties

-Colled ivuu of Petits.fTruistees unider a marrnage sattlaowent ex-
changati anl ilvestinent of th( estate iii bail.

itaba lantis into the stock of a land c:.oiipaotv.
Nothing by way of incoome hati evar beau
realisati frein elier landi or stock, andi it

t was stateti that bath were valujeless. Thefresonsibility of niaking the exchange a
taken âway by dia consent of the persons iii'
terestati.

Hed, that a percentage upon the nominal'
value of the stock wâs flot the way to jirlive.
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