
which was the securing of plaintiff against loss, had heen
attained, anid Liviugstoni iniseilf would then becoene benefi-
cially entitled agail to the Surplus rents. There is plainly
a sufficient interest ini plaintiPf to entitie her to maintain, this
action: Fletcher v. Fletcher, 4 RUare 67, 75, 78; Gandy v.
Gandyi., 30 C2h. 1). 57, 54 L. J. Ch. N. S. 1154. But it is
equally clear that defendant is entitled to have T. C. Living-
ston,ý withi \0horn testator entered into the covenant to pay

plait;i made r a vat teý the action in order that he rnay bc
bound by the prceig:DanieWls Ch. ]?rac., 7th cd., pp.
163I, 172; Mitford's Eq. Pldg., 5th ed., p. 16-4....
Order mnade thiat, upn aymnt on or hefoire lSth September
next of the costs of the trial and of the appeal, plaintiff have
baive to amenid by adding T. C. Livingston as a defeniidant,
withi proper anindments to) the proceedings, to be mae e-
fore 14t October next; and thbat, in default of such paymcent
or suceh amendmieits, tlw action and appeaýl be dismîss>ýed,
both witli coats, andI the plaintiff's rights llnally harred.


