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a purely acadeinie question. Eveni if the contention of the
plaiiitiff slîould prevaiI, the unpaid da-iims of the ereditors
of the estate would moure thian absorb the whole aniount
a' ailable for distributionî, and tbe plaintiff aceordingly bias
personiaIly no0 intcrcst iii the action.

No authority lias becti citel te0 the eifeet tlîat tbe rnerely
senmtimental initere' t wliîch the plaintiff igh-lt liave in lier
late busband's credîtors getting a, amuieli as possible ont of
the estate wuuld forni a ba.sis or fouin(lai ion for thî4 actîin.

The plaintiff tberefore fails as teu both grounlds of bier
action. Tbe transaction wbich site îiineancIîe- Nvitlb referemue
tu the real estate was ai '1111inproper une. 1 (do not iind.

specflealIy tbat it was, a fraiiuîleit une, but it beurs many
of tbe earmnarks of fraud.

'Under ail tbe iruntoîewlifle 1 dlisîniis the action,
1 do sol wîîbuut costs. 'lhiriv dav mav

lION. Mit. JuSTICE LATOIIFORD. Mv23nn), 1913.

i>pIESSICK v. CORI)OVA MfINE VIMI-,)

4 0. W. N. 13U4
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tion ut fiaii Triol Jdc

ant' nilye« killed hy n faitd]w vin~e"l dnnt~ t
throught thieir illezed fi-.g1g c' reft-.1 b ace a \urdict uf con-
trlbutory elgne odn that ther wn n. ii,, c u, ý.iîîport
ît, and enee ug etfor tiw pinti f l for 1,;1 filago l - n1ld 4 - lbs.

Action ifio b Fata Acdet Act fo'inage for

dleatbl of îlit lY' u-bandi( kýilhe bv a fallinmb a - i1lzeý
inîdfnai~ mine wile ightni a nul, upoît a drillîng'
mlachinle, tbiru the allkged' miegiigen c of decduis is

F. 1). Xcrr. for plaintiff.

M. K. {>owamin (. anid A. GL î. for defendants.

IlON. MRt. J USTICE L ieiumt Btfor the flndimmg of

ont rîbutorv negli iemice. thle îl aminf wottld be ent itled to

recover. \Vliere a statute inmpo-es a duty oit ain employer


