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fairly' and aeeuratel ' as eould bie exetdaftcr such a lapse of
time: sce Hill V. Wilson (1873), L.R. 8 Ch. 888; In l'e Garnett
( 1885), 31 ch. 1). 1. The appeal sihould be allowed and the
netion isiisd for- two resn:(1) that no hinding promise
was proveti to h1ave bveil ilade; and (2) that n1 on8drtn
had heeni proved.

-1ENO , v onviirred.

AShJ.. also 4eonviurred, for rcs Nst'at4ed in writig.
11ie %vas of opinion that il otrt had bven etlihdto whiPh

It C'ourt vould give cfthaue(rtrS tilt(ýelt of intenl-
tiork, lin fici vireumiistanves under whieh it was made, waa too
vaguev alid untainal in it.s nature to be, capable of enforeementi

îa uort of 1,mw: indeud. the -statenwent of Carter was the
otietwttf a gratulit"uli ilitunitiont ruther than of ;L hinding

RIî~,,.1-.îi~etd for reslNs in uwiig

Appivil allowid wihcost,ç ami action dis-

înq.

<'IAIT1iISv. Md'IIACICKEN,

Mechanies' Li ,1*Liii of Mat0criail-m(iini aiiy-Mrqg
-. Releasei Of Equi?2,1.1 of leIcm(le n inl Favolir of-ReI ' is.

tratio& o f Pieed before Reitainof Lice, -Boiu Fidesl-
A bsence 0o'f Actual No tire-Relgiftn1 Art. R.,qo. 1914 ch.,
1'24. sec. '2 Mhaceand Wa'(ge-E<zrners ýien Art, kl.0
19 14 ch. 140, %? r. '21 Rigý(htS of Liený-holder as to Portion? of

MoWtflgqoes niot Advanced.

AppeaiL by' thc- plaintiff (al mnaeriai-man) fromn thA.itudgientii
of ani Officiai Iteferce il, ant action to enforce a miechanic's lien.
Thù eee fouiid thiv plaintiff entitlcd to a lien, but found also
that ce(rtainl of the defen dants, mortgalgrea. had prioritY Io a
1alied extntan ordedei tho piaintiff Io paY the(, rgges

eosts1 of roigtheir dlaims.

The pplwas heard bY MIEnH .,,. IDCLAN.
NOX, and MASTEN, J..

A. J. liweelI qnowý, K.C., for the appellant.


