
WILLIAMS & CO. v. SPARKS.

The Master had not found that, the husband w&,4 ihe wife' get
and no evidence was referred to which would have arnt, i
se, finding. Without such a finding t he Master couldl flot propvrly'
make the wife liable for the dlaim of t he pLaintiff lg:iiisî her liliSl-
band. The report should be varied se asîio relîývi ie ýt ife freini
liability; in other respects the report shld( l(, eonfirmine.Th
plaintiff should have the costs cf the action andl of the firstrfenc
except in se far as the costs were inereased Il.y lte deenef thel
deýfendal:nt Bertha Rannev; for lber costs cf that deeu hul

haejudgment agzinsit the plalintiff. The vosts cf ilite s'conid
referencee should he te) the defndat uUi van1 P. Ranvagaiist
thev laintiffte the ext-1ut that the saidl deifendanit buree efore
the Mse;otheri cosîf that reeec if anv, l(- 1e paid il\

thiat dfnntot thu plaintiff. The p);lantif te have' 11w cists
cf thib ilaotien agaýiinsî the efndn Sullivan P'. Hilaunex% andi thg
dlefenidant Bertha Ilanne v lier vosts Of rsti t nionm atgzinst
the plaintiff. J. 11, Mess, oi. Irlte plainiif. C'.J.Hian
KXXU', fer the defendanit 13ertha Ilannev.

WVîLL1AMS & CO. V. Si1mEKs LENOJ.IUNKr 20.

~?omiio-{rrcte, o Rfnn, Jcfud if 1m" il O)rerpliel
oidni cf Faci ()f Tri!udçj A1/o cc.4010 li(frr-4e cr.f VIctin

fer a refundi cf part of thw il-oni- paiîd hvN the pIaintlff> iii lakilig
Up1 bflls Of exhng rawnvi by vit deedns h(: l>tîipquî lite(

plantfs i Egland1, ini pa1-ymen,11toi fer hav shippe-d hY tuedeen
datsteth paitfs t b sld s 0w plinif alge, pe cr-

everpaidl aee-ordliiîg te) the priceus rîieThe fe(nglailis lg
that the plaintliffs were teo poeasr f teo li aI ixe rc
T he avtion waIried uithoutl a jury, al Tor4lilt* 'I'lw leairned.f

Jud1(ge, for ransgiven Ii ivriiî-g, fuunifd M ifaNolr of tlwt plaini-
tiffs, say' ing that theuv 11underouk te hni lie 11aya geto
1brekers, anmd there, is neo grolund for i- vn lhat 1h, litifiis'
Tepoxrts or statementfs were unîiriu, or 1hi bat u they relisedg hiigherýl

pesor hiighe(r net silns 01.1n 1114y -v v fo)rth iit tir-l rft'îurus.
Tho dlefendialts aise maintiainedI that lte liîif uruî wa's

suin Ie thelir claim;i but titis awas refused. ludgmen fi)! 1 liqe plaint-
tifis fer $,70,with intereýst uipoi se muelih llthereef a is pini-
cipal money' frei ther 8th Apnil, 1914 , ai cosî Souh1iH tueo
defendlatfs deiea efenete> tke,( it aueouts, h niaY' ap-


