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husbaiid, and bad agailist Iiiii» an unsatistied claini fur cwts-
TFhe alinmuuy action xvas not prosecttd at length, owing t»
au arrangemnent by whicli Çamong other things) the hus-
band leased. the land in question to his wife for 7 years at a
nominal rent. Shc acccpted thi5 ln lieu of alimony, and hajâ
since tIen lived on the land and brought up a numêerou&
famaily of sinali children, mnost of whom are now of age. At
tlie end of the 4' years, in February, 1900, the husband
demandcd possession f rom tIe widow, and slw objectcd t»~
going off the.land, but askcd hii» to return and maintain
bis family. That le refused to do, and tili this action she
renrnined uninolested on the land with t infant eidren.
the eldest, a girl, being 16 years of age. They have worked
the Place as well as they could, and lived oi the proceeds.
lu September, 1905, the defendants the solicitors rccovered
judgment against the hushand for their costs, to the. ainount
of $97, and duly placed in the sheriff's lîands an execution,
which attached upon the interest of the plaintiff, and under
whicl the sale took place in October, 1906. Lt appears that
the sheriff advertised the sale in the officiai Gazette and in a
local paper, but what other steps le took does not appear.
Thc sheriff diied pcnding this action, and the plaintiff made
nio attenîpt to prove, f rom his books or otherwise, what had
been donc by lIn before the sale.

It also appears that in October, 1905, the plaintif made
application by other solicitors, t> have determined by the
Court certain questions arising as to the estate of the plain-
tiff in tIc landi in question under the will of Colin MXichol,
iu which proceedîng costs of the various parties iutercsted
were taxed at the sium of about $200, and wcrc madie a charge
tipon the said lands. By tIc saiti wil the plaintiff has a,
life estate ln the land, andi the wife bas also a life estate
affer the death of her husband, with the remaintier in fce-
as the plaintiff may appoint, anti, in default of appointmcnt.
to persons nameti.

By the pleading complaint is mnade that this land, worth.
as allegeti $3,500, was solti for $70. But the interest sold
was, not tIe fee simple, which the plaintiff had not, but only
his 11f e estate. Bvidmeu was giyen that the landi would
rent for $150 per year, bu t baseti ou the supposition that it
was, in gooti condition. Andi evitience, was given that i li
ave-rage chance for life of a person aged 59 (saiti to be thno


