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TRIAL,

CLERGUE v, PRESTON.

3 . . rmance
Amendment—A dqitio, of Defendant qfte, Trial—Specific Perfo
%Term8~Parties.

i . the
Motion by Plaintiff (hearq at Sault Ste. Marie as if 2*’ 3
trial) for leave t, amend hy adding one Heath as a par %’ e
fendant. The eqqq had been trieq out. There was grea

: en
ay in Proceeding with tpq action, the writ not having be
served unti] g year its i

No
after itg 1ssue had all put elapsed.
application to amen

Marie, for defendants.

OsLEr, J A —Prima a6, Heath is not shewn tO} beiszf
Purchaser pendente lite, as his qeeq 18 dated prior to the
sue of the writ

: 29th
> A1d, even if i v 1ot executed till the detll
May (the date of SWearing the affidavit of execution, as W

as that of the Issue of the writ), it may have heen actually

T act. There appears, how-

connection hetween Heath
N, and it j

ade pendente 1o, H@&ﬂ%;

fecessary in any event, as, ¢

18 the holder of the legal agat $ a condition of the Tehe\'

¥ Preston’y €Osts of the tpig] at Sault Ste.

arie, and he mygt determing Within two weeks whether he

Will ameng o these - If the parties desire it the e

will be trieq oyt When ripe for trial against Heath, If leave

0 amend ig po accepted the action Will be disposed of o

that being intimateq 1, e The defendant Annie McKay
should not have heep made g pg

i : Party, ang aq against her the
action may now pe dismiggeq With' cogts. &

i



