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Ont." There was no other Protestant Orphans Home
county; the deceased was'an Orangemen, knew of this
and was interested in it. It satisfied the description, and
Sonly institution which did or eould $0 answer. There

b. a declaration accordingly.
;s of ail parties, those of the executors as between solicitor
ut, out of the estate.
,i application had been rendered necessary by the ignor-
,d ineptitude of the éxecutor wvho drew the wilI, a country
incer wvithout knowledge of granar or law, it wus proper
fixing his remnuneration the Surrogate Court Judge should
ý,o conisideration the costs to which the estate had been put
on of his undertaking a task which lie never should have

iOe, J.A., IN' CHlAMBEFlB. NOVEMIBEa OTU, 1920.

ACKAY v. 'MERCHANTS BANK 0F CANADA.

-Joinder of Defendanis and Cause of Actiom-Rtilt 67-
rim againet1 Bank for Dishonouing Cheqvt-Claim against
liviualfor MIaiciQUSProecion-Trial-Ji-C'oinn«te
im8actions.

eai by the baidk, the original defendant, from an order of
mal Judge at l3rock'ville adding Johin C. Carruthers as a
eedant, directing that (unless other-ýrisec ordered by the

dge) there shall lie separate trials of the respe.ctive claims
the two defendants, and postponing the trial until the

tig for the trial of actions wvith a jury at Brockville after
November, 1920.

SWhite, for the defendant bank.
Lawr, for the plaiitiC.

GUON J.A., lin a written judgment, said that this case
,bn is opinion, fall wvithin Rule 67. The plaintiff's cause

n aais the bank was coxuplete wýhen it failed te honour
qu.The plamntiff's cause of action against Carruthers

*t of cireumastances which were a sequenoe to the. refusai
enk and out of events which happened after the. cause of

1ans he bank was complet.
ji it was Iawful, il wus not expedient, to direct that the.
m hoiu1d le joined in the one action. The claini against

k rs out of a breacli of contiract, and was lu its nature


