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The plaintiff sued as execuutor of Elmre Cliampa),,gn
recover a suni of $385 on deposit in'the Ottawa branch oi
Merchants Banikofll[alifaxto the joint credit of Elimire CI
Pagne and defendant: The defenüe was thlat the mioney
been deposited as the joint' money oS Elmire Chamipagne
defendant, and now belonged to the latter as survivor. cEl
Champagne had, in or about 1900, told tie manager oi
Banque Jacques Cartier, where the mony hd boen dij
posit in the sanie way, until thait banik went into liquida
th1at at lw(r de(ath it was to be dppdn',and she had mi
sillnilar" d1eclarationý to one Deeuler radnabou
days before hen deathi, saying that it was uinneces.saryv to
defendanlt ail o)rder to that efeot. SinlrStatemenita
b)een se'veral tunes iade by, the.deceased to defendant,
Lad charge of thle bank book, the deceased being at the
of the deposit a -womnan of nieanly eighty years of age.
eight cheques issued agaiust the( a(counlt , four were si
byv deceasd and four by defendaniit. The deeased1 ha
1898 n11ade a will eqatigail lier lloneysV- to defen,
but this beusbad been omnitted f rom, a will made in -
because, as de(fe-ndant alloed, the d&fendant haidbenu
joint owner.

F. Il. Chrysier, K.C., for plaintiff.

George F. ilendenson, Ottawa, and 1D. J. MueD 9

Ottawa, for defendant.

MACAHOT.-Thie banik book heing, in poa;sesSic
defendant, and Mnls. Champagne stating that the money
the defendfant's, constitute-d a goodl donatio inorti a usa
was not neeessary that Mrs. Chiampagne should requiri
daugliter to produce flic bank book in order that sher
imdnf<lItv return it to lier affain ini order to niake a


