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leposited in that branch bank to the credit of the plaintiff.
ýut no money was paid out, and some 'time afterwards the exe-
utors of the deceased claimed the money from the defendants.
'he plaintiff then began this action, and served the writ of sum-
ions 011 the lst February. On the 6th February the defen-
.ants made this application for ail interpleader order. It was
aid ini the plaintiff's affidavit that the manager of the brandi
ank was aware of the death when lie credited the plaintif's
ccount with the amount of the cheque. lleld, that this know-
,dge was a revocation of the bank 's authority to pay: Blills of
'xehange Act, R.S.C. 1906 ch. 119, sec. 167. Under the older
ame the action of the defendants might have deprived tliem of
Lie riglit to interplead.: Crawshay v. Thornton, 1 My. & Or.
. But by the Judicature Act the law has been changed, and
n order should now be mnade: In re Mersey Docks Co., [1899]
Q.B. 546; Attenhorougli v. St. Katherines Docks Co., 3 C.P.D.

50; Molsons Bank v. Eager, 10 OUR.1. 452, 455. Order mnade
irecting payment into Court by thc defendants within a week
E the $2,750 and accrued interest to abide further order.
'hereupon the present action w 'ill be staycd, and the executors
re to take action within a week against the plaintiff to, have
le cheque cancelied and the moneys declared to belong to the
;tate of their testator, on the ground that it was obtained froxu
le deceased by fraud and undue influence. As between the
resent plaintiff and the executors, the costs of this motion wiIl
e costs in the action to be brouglit. As between the plaintiff
nd the defendants, if the plaintiff succeeds i11 the action of
le ezecutors, or fails and brings no0 action against thc defen-
ants, there will be no0 costs. If lie f ails and brings an action,
iese costs will be costs in that action. Irving S. Fairty, for
le defendants. C. R. McKeown, K.C., for the plaintiff. D. C.
,ose, for the executors.
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Vendor and Purchaser-Contract for Sale of Land-Mis-ýatement of Depth--"More or Less"ý-Specific Performance-
ompensation for Deficiency.]j-Appeal by the plaintiffs'from
le judgment Of MERDITH, C.J.C.P., ante 410. The Court
BOYD, C., RIDDELL and MIDDLETON, JJ.) dismissed the appeal
ith cosa. F. Ericisen Brown, for the plaintiffs. K. F. Mac-
-nzie, for the defendant.
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