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As ta the evidence rejected at the trial, it ivas rejected in the
vicw îthat it was only the titie of the plaintiff derived from the
previous owners whchi -vas in question. 0f course, when the
possession of the plaintiff is in controversy, evidence may be
given of conversation betwcen him and any person constituting
a contraet of letting of the land, if it appear that this other
went into possession. This will help to establish that the pos-.
session of that other is really the possession of the plaintiff.

FâLCoNBmaDE, C.J., anxd LATCJTFOffl, J., agreed' in the
reult.

*Ru GRAHAM.
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An appeal, by Ida May SewelI frorn the order or judgment of
flhe Judfge of the Surrogate Court of the'County of York dis-
inissing the dlaim of the appellant to a portion of the estate of
John Graham, deceased.

W. N. Ferguson, K.O., for the appellant.
ir. T. Kelly, K.O., for the adnîinistrator of the estate of the

deceased.

TEZTzEL, J. :-The question ia, whether the claimant is en-
titledl ta hold a certain savings bank pass-book and the mnoney
repreaented by it, whichi in his lifetime belonged to the intestate,
ais a donatio mortus cauisâ.

Whien the claimn was set up, the administrator assumed that
tUw imatter carne ivitini the provisions of the Surrogate Courta
Act, 10 Edwi. VIL. eh. 31, sec. 69, sub-sec'. 1 of which provides.
IlWhere a claimn or demnand is made against the estate of a de-

ceased persan which, in the opinion o! his personal representa.

*Tn b. reported Ia the Ontarlo Law Reporte.


