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llemernbering that the judgment appealed frorn had reversei
not the arnnt found by the Jleferee, but the interest chargeabi
and that the question of interest is a substantial question, the fai
that the Court of Appeil refrained from reversing the express prg
vision ini the judgment of the C3hancellor that no înterest w'as 1
be ailowed upon the amount found due for rent, seems to couclud
me to hold that the direction not; to allow interest was not oveý
ruled or intended to be reversed: Burland v. Earle, [1904] A. (
590.

If I arn wrong, it is not too late to ask the Court of Appesi t
arnend their certificate. At ail events, 1 amn bound by the élauE
eited ini the judgmient of the Chancellor, unless the saine bas bee
definitely overruled-and, as I bave said, this has not been doni

The >second point is as to the time to be given the defendar
for payrnent of the balance found due before the Carlton 8treE
property be offered for sale. . . . The practice of the Court i
tu, allow one rnonth from the date of the judgment. There is n
reason why that period should be enlarged or shortened.

The question of costs is a troublesorne one . . . I exereia
the discretion given me, as foliows. The plaintiff wiIl have thi
general costs of the action; the plaintiff will pay the cos;ts of an
incidental to the trial before the Chief Justice, in January, 1908
the plaintifT will have half the costs of the references without
set-off. (The costs of the appeals to the Chancellor and the CJour
of Appeal bave been disposedI of b ' the appe]late Courts.) Thi
costs of the motion for jigmnent will be tu thie plaintiff; and ther
will be no costs of the appeal from the report with whielh I amrn o)
dealing....
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FEDEERAL LIFE ASSURANCE CO., v.' SIDDALL.

Mlortgage-Redepi.-xpenitisres of Mort gagees 1by Ageni
or Purichaser in Poses&ion - Allowance for (Yrops in th
(iroiind-Iins'u ranice Pr-eiuims-Taking Poqsession~, Exp.ne
of-Lien on MiN Machinery-Paymnent in Settiement -Fer
marient linproremienis Madie by Agent-Interest-osts.

Appeal 1b 'vthe defendant -Robert I. Siddall froxu the order o~
FALCONBRIDoE, C.J.K.B., ente 234, dismissing an appeal fron
a Local Master's report.

The._appeal was heard by BoYD, C., LATCHFORD and MiDiu


