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Street, J. 1 RE CURRY, Liune 14.
.- 'videnee'-Cor.,-obah'ave evidence-kdervested part) -.R,.0(., e. 73, s, 10.

'P' In an action by or. against the representatives of a dece..sed person,
the corroborative ev[dence required by & S.O0., c. 73, S- to, nmay be fouindI in the other facts adduced in the case, raising a natural and reasonable

£inférence iin-swpport of, theý evîdence whereof corroboration is required.
Semble, also, corroborative evidence within the meaning of that section

j nay be given by an interested party Sa long as he is flot the party
obtaining the decision.

Fleming and j. H. Mess for A. A. Curry and executor of Cora Curry.
W NesbUt, Q.C., and £111: for admiristrator of Emma Gien. S. H.
Blake, Q.C., and Suth~erland for executor of j.R Curry.

Boyd, C.) TOWN OF WVHirOY v. GRAND TRUNK RAiLwAy. [lune 21.

./?aiways-Bond of provisiona/ diredoars- Consideration of èonus- Con-
I ~ ditions-Liability toperfern after amalgamation iwl/h other company.

Th .W & P. P. R. W. Co. by the bond of its provisional directors
in onsdertio ofa onu inaïdof heComnpany agreed Ilto erect and

maintain during the operation of the railway ln the said town (WVhitby)
workshops. -rhe Company after certain changes of name arnalgamated,
with other companies and formed a larger one called the M.R.W. Go.,

!î outwhich latter company ceased ta sa niaintain the workshops. The M.R%V.
Co. subsequently amalgamated with and becorne part of the G. T. R.W.
Co. (the defendants>.

ld, i. The bond of provisional directors of the P. W. and P.PRR. %V
-o as a corporate one binding on its successors and by consequence on

the defendants who had acquired the rond.
a. The road though it fornied part of a larger railway connection

represented by the defendants was stili in operation, and as the contract was
to niaintain the worksh.ips during the operation of the railway, it reniained
a binding engagement; and R reference to ascertain the danmages, if any,
for the breach of the covenant, was çlirected.

Ay/esworth, Q.C., for plaintiffs. Walter Casse/s, Q. C., for defendants.

Meredith, C.J., Rose, J., bMacMahon, J.] [june -17.
t., Env v. McTAvisH.

Bill of sale and chai/el morigage-Hire reeeipi- 21ransfer of rsi'his u nder
-Q»'uiianai sale of chai/els-R.S. O., e. e4-f. t49.

The purchaser of a piano under a hire receipt, by which on his coin-
pleting certain payffents on account, the property was to pass tu hini,
but in the meanwhile to remain in the vendors, before ho had paid the
required suni, agreed with his wife that she should purcham.e his interest

fi and pay the balance due the vendors. There was no bill of sale registered
*nor such change of possession as required by R.S.O0., c. 148.


