
$100. JJebt thua generally used Io suffiient to rnean judgment debt, which la
the highest of ail debts.

Per Boviù, C. .There was no aplitting of demands in the present dlaim
within the mischief of section 77 of &ëi Division Courts Act.. The claim for
taxed cois is different and severabie from- the accruing daims for the. gales or

'411stalments of a1imony, and forms of itself an entire and distinct dlaim of debt,
or in the nature cf debt.

POP MPRED1TK, J. : The claim was made upon the whole sum payable for
alimony as well as costs when the action was brought, the excess being
abandoned,

The action for alimony is ini this province based upon statute, and the ordi-
nary proceedinga and process for enforcing the claimn and judgment are the
same as for enforcing legai clain, 3 and judgments thereupon.

H. T. Beck for the appellant.
* W. R. Riddell eontra.

T3îv'I Court.] [Sept, 9.
MoRRis v. THARLE.

Lùen-Mecûznicr' iten->revenietit genenzI arrangeinent- Subsequent dejînite
contracts-F1'shng of lien - Tiene.

Where 'there appeared te have been a prevenient general arrangement,
though flot by way cf binding agreement, between the contracter and supplier
of builders' material, whereby the fermer undertook te get aIl the material
needed for the building of certain heuses frcm the latter, se that though the
quantities and prices were flot deflned until subsequent erders were given and
deliveries made, stili the entire transaction was Iinked together by the preii.
nary undei standing on bath sides.

Held, that a lien filed in January fer ail niaterial se supplied was in timne,
although a part of the inaterial was supplied under written centract as far back
as the beginning ef the previcus Noviember.

A. Macnab fer the motien.
J. Haveron for the defendant Ryan.

0

Div'l Court.]JOHNSTON -V. EWART. [et A

Siander and libe!- Real intention of Iantierous wordr-Judge and jury-
Af i.directias.

Action cf slander for saying ef the plaintiff, ' You are a perjured villain,
and 1 can put you behind the bars ; you are a forger, and 1 can prove it."1

The trial judge left it te the jury te say whether in their opinion tie defend-
ant was re ally charging the plaintiff with having committed the crimes men-
tîoned.

Htid, miadirection, and new trial crdered, What should have been left
,te the jury was, whether or net the circumaitances were such that ail tie by-
standers would understand that the defendant did not mean te charge the
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