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he HIGH COURT 0F JUSTICE.

Robertson, J,of Triais of actions. [Jan. 1o.
te HosFNER V. CANADIAN ORDzR oir CHosEN FRiENDS.

ininsurane-Peiy sociey-Retief cdt.faeN>.onU w th rules as
Io initiaion.
Action on relief fund certificate for $r,ooo issued by defendants, who were

incorporated under R S.O. 1877, c. 167, on one no~effner, deceased, in faveur cf
the plaintiff. The deceased was balloted for and elected at a meeting of a
subordinate counicil, but died before being duly initiated according te the rules
cf the Order before a duly constituted court of the counicil, thcugh an irregular
initiation had taken place befere the Chief Councillor and the Frelate cf the

n Order, and the subordinate council falsely recorded in their minutes that the
d deceased had been initiated at a certain meeting.

e He/d, that the defendants were net beund by the irregular acts cf the
9 subordinate ceuncil which could not, nor could its officers, waive the require.
y ments cf the company's laws in respect te the relief fund, and as the deceased
n had net been properly initiated the plaintiff could net recover.
e. Tetoe, Q.C., and MeClement4 fer the plaintiff. Ayle'sworth, Q.C., and

in Lee, for the defendants.
er
e JBoyd, C.] LAFRANCE v. LAFRANCE. [Jan. i i.

Aliotony-Ibdepim a11,owaiee-Consentjmdgçment informer actio-Paymnent-
S'é,art.<.îo, deked-Change e? rcumstatces.
In 1897 a wife brought an action against ber husband for aliniony, and to

set aside a judgment proneunced by consent in a fermer action for alimeny
begun in 1884, under which the wife had received $200. The defendant
pleaded the judgî-nent as a ba', and aise adultery b>. tht wife, and a deed of
separation. The plaintiff disputed the deed of separation, and inipeached the
judgnment as ebtained by fraud and without ber Xnowledge or consent ;the

1 ~payrrent of $200, she attributed te a release cf dower given b. lier. She
also allegecl expulsion and desertion by ber husband, and that he had been

rt living in adultery atter tht judgment.
He/d, that under these circumnstances, the plaintiff was entitled to an

order for interim alimon.
of Al4wcodt v. Ai'wood, 15 P.R. 42 Ç, distinguislied. Hemierson v. h'enderson,
t 19 C r. 464, foliowtd. Mal-rrall v. Mirrall, 6 P. D. 98, and Willanis v. Baily,

s I.L R. 2 E(1- 73! , aise reftrred te.
y W. ILB. Tylor, fur plaintiff. Il. W. Caurck, for defendant.

sArmiour, C.J., Street, J.] ARMSTRONG v. ARNISTIONG.[an,1

SectirilY foe'cO.rs-P/aitf u o ursi/tnPuet wsthin jurLtdition
ly -- A(t<Imistrttn order- Consent to charge share wilh coss-Pace of reference,

A plaintiff residîng eut of the jurisdiction, but ewning a substantial
anicunt of property withîn it, should net b. ordered te give security for casts,


