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PRACTICE CASES.
Mr. Dalton.] [Dec. 8, 1882.
POUCHER V. DONOVAN.

Attackment—Reference.

The plaintiff in an action under the Mechanics’
Lien Act, obtained a reference to ascertain the
amount of his claim.

Pending the reference, one Withrow, an
execution creditor of the plaintiff’s, foradeficiency
after sale of lands in a mortgage suit, applied
for an order to attach such sum as might be
found due on the reference.

The plaintiff alleged fraud in the mortgage
sale and proceedings, and sought relief by way of
cross motion under the O. J. A.

The Master in Chambers made an order at-
taching the amount, if any, that should be found
due on the reference.

Mopatt, for the application.

Rae, for the plaintiff.

Caddick, for the defendant.

Mr. Dalton.] [Feb. 14.

LEONARD v. KEONAND.
Alimony—Costs.

The plaintiff in a suit for alimony, returned to
her husband pending a motion for interim
alimony.

Held, that her solicitor was entitled to costs
between solicitor and client agfinst the husband

5. Macgregor, for plaintiff.

Badgerow, for defendant.

HOLMESTED v. VANDERBOGART.
Action by accountant—Morigage suit — Proof of
claim.

In an action for sale or foreclosure brought by
the Accountant of the Supreme Court to enforce
payment of a mortgage vested in him as such
accountant, where no defence has been put
in, it is not necessary for the accountant to make
affidavit in proof of the claim in the Master’s
Office, but the Master is justified in proceeding
on the certificate of the accountant certifying
the amount appearing to be in arrear according
to his books, and that he has not been in pos-
session of the mortgaged premises.
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