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first instance; for it iluPilent respecting the
power to add parties, Àind the rules (if iniported

1 into this statutory jurisdictidn) give Masters
only a delegated jurisdictiun ta add certain
classes of parties after a judgment of the court
bas declared the riglits ta lie litigated in the
action. This new juriadiction is statutory, and
is gavernedi by wellkutderstood rules of con-
struction; but -is a decisian % flot necessary
in this case, it mnay he proper ta reserve the
question for further consideration and argu-
nient. But see c#e.o v Gedge, 4 0. RK 246,

Without deciding as ta the right ta amrend. 1
Miusr, on the question of the plaintiff's righr ta
claim the benefit of the amautnt of McTaggaît
& Leishnîan's lien, so as ta give the High
Court jurisdiction, hold that, as those parties
had discharged (but not registered) their lien
on the day before this action was conimenced,
they were not "lienholders entitled ta the benefit
of this action." As 1 have, therefore, noa juris-
diction in this action, 1 can gîve no costs ; se

Re acw, 4 M. C r. z;i, and Re C'harity Sckoals
o/St. Du>-eçtit, L.R. iz Eq. 537.
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Qaarantiie-Right ef widow Io.
A widow 18 entitlid to restdance in boeuse of deveased

huAband, and ta inaluteusflce out of hiei estate, for fort>'
days s1ter lits desth.

(MAUTaI. Z* Ox4auXAaY. Oct. 10t13, 1891.
This was an administration procetding, in

which a reference was directed ta the Master
in Ordînary. The widaw of the intestate, whase
estate was in administration, claimied. zo be
relieved fromn accourting for certain quantities
of iwheat, potatots, park, apples, pickles, pre-
serves, and firewood-all af the value of 131.58
-used by lier for lier maintenance on the (aîtm
(if the testator for the forty daysI period of
quirantine succeeding the death of lher tius-
band.

/. C. Hcunillot (or the widow.
lrd for next of km

'MR. HOuc.INS, Q.C., ïMaster in Ordinary z
The right af a widow to quarantine is thus
stated in an aid authority (Termies de la Ley)z
" Quarantine is where a mnan dyeth se ized of a
manor-place and other lands, whereof the wifé
ought to be endowed ; then the %varnan may
abide in the nianor-place and there live of the

store and profits thoreef the space of forty days,
within which time her dower shall b. assigrýe&'
ln Callqrhan v. CalIagkcn. s C. P. 348, Skr
James Macaulay, C.J,, 'referred to a wIdow's
quarantine as 'la right to reaide in the dwelling-
bouse concurrently with the beil; andto)rmeit
lier reatonahbe maintenance cluring forty days.
after lier husband's death.1 See aise Lucas Yi
,Knùx, 3 O.R. 451.

1 think, therefore, that the widow is entitled
ta be relieveel (roi accouniting for the $3t.58
claimed by hier.
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--CÀallt morigage te credlitor by insrotr'.nt
dleôor oiler (?il /,isr1 rp'i-.,'.u -Col-
lusion.

In> an action ta have a chattel imortgage
madle by a debtor ta certain creditors dectared
fraudulent 'and voici, as against other creditors,
it was found at the tri-al that at and before the
time of the execution af *he trnotgaee the
debor %vas in irisolvent circunistances and un-
able tu pay his debts in full, as he well knew ;
thut tht mottgagtes wvert weil aware of
the fact and toak the maortgage with a full
knawledge ofi h ; that their abjeci iii taking
the rnrtgage was to obtain security for their'
their debt , tliat the necessary elltct was ta
defeat, delay and prejudice tht creditors af tht
mortgitgor, and ta give the miortgagees a pref-
erence over the other creditors ; and that the,
mnortgagets, at and befare tht executicn of the
mortgage, knew that il would have sucli eftet.
It also appeared that the property cavered by
the chattel morigage was ail that the debtor
lind,.inud that lit kr.ew that hc had many credit-
ors whu could flot be pald.

Held per ARMOVR, C.J., at tht trial, fallow..
ng Mo! vtns Ben v. Haltr 18 S. C. R. 88, that


