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,vas donc between Mardi, 1907, and July, 1911. The plain-

iade four dlaims in paragraphs 12, 13, 14, and 15 of their
ient of daim, as follows: (1) for an unascertained sum for
done after November, 1909, as to wiieh an aceount was

and payment when the proper sum should be ascertained;
Dr $142,735, with interest from fie 3lst JuIy. 1911, the

!e due of a hold-back of ten per cent. on thle whole work;
ercharges on beef bought hy the defendants and turned over

plaintiffs at a cent and a haif a pound more than agreed,

d for alleged injury by ire not ehargeable to thc plaintiffs;
ayîent of $118,963.92, with interest at five per cent. from
kh September, 1909, the balance alleged to, be duc to the
.ifs Up to that date on progress estimates under the con-

Before pleading, the defendants moved for particulars of
i1, 2, and 3, and as f0 the agreement uinder dlaim 3. Thc

r said that there did not seem f0 be any reason why these
milars could not be given. No affidavit was put in in answer
*motion. Although no details were given of dlam 1, thefe
surely be ini the possession or knowledge of the plaintiffs.
[id the work for wih they asked to be paid. There 4hould
difficulty in shewing the defendants how the exact ainint

42,735, which was the second claim, was arrived nt. The
,s on whici it was based must he in the plaintiffs' posses-
as aiso the details of fie third dlaim. Particulars shoul
ven within two weeks from service of -the order, as far- as
le. If, for any reason. they could not be given in full nt
they could be supplementedl Inter. The defendants to have
ays thereafter f0 plead; and the costs of the motioni Io be
Sdefendants in the cause. A. M.. Stewart, for the defend-
Featheraton Aylesworth, for thc plaintifse.

Aw v. TCKBR -FLOIRGEC...-M '26.

recu lors-Sale of Laitd-Aitack on, bil Widtou of Te.qiato--
se - CUài agaiiut Est at e-A .ddju<licatîot by lSurrogalr

t Judge-Status of IWïdot asçPonifItrs in Est aie
ois.1-Acf ion to have the defendant M,%artha A. Russý-elli e-

a a trusfee for tie defendant J. W. Taekaberry in respect

rtain lands conveyed f0 her. and both declared liable te ne-
L to the plaintiff for mesue profita; and for an account. Tlie
n was tried, wifhout a jury, at Ohatham.-The learned Ohief
ce Raid that, as% f0 the attack wlîich fhe plaintiff made on the

of the real estate in the village of Merlin, she wus ont of
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