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pay lier well for lier services. This was the
,orly evidence ini corroboration of plaintiff.
It appeared, also, that testator hy his will
directed that upou hise death ail bis property
should ho converted iiito money, and invested
tipon inortgage secnrity, and the whole incomie
thereof paid to plaintiff during lier life ; but
there was no e\idence to show the value of
this bequet, and it was suggested tlîat after
payaient of the testator's debts, the residue
would hO very small.

HeId, that there %vas no sufficient corrobora-
tion of plaintiff's dlaim to satisfy R. S. 0. eh.
.62, seC. 10.

T. G. Blackstock, for motion.
A'ylesrworth, contra.

WERV. GRAPE VINF Co.

)idd, that thie grantee in a subsequent con-
veyance registered iiefore the registry of a
previous conveyauce froi the saille grantor,
-of wvhich tile Said grantee hac) 1o actual notice,
xvas entitled ti nmaintain an action to have bis
subsequent conveyance declared to have
priority over the previous conveyance, and
that this court liad power to so order upon
elncl terns as sectîned jurit.

iW. Bell, for motion.
Osier, Q.C.. contra.

PRACTIC tý

Mr. Dalton, Q.C.i
Prauidfoot, J.,

BRmaws V. CoUSINI.r.ufx,

fMaY 22.

NfMaY 31,

<ldding laùs-Rd og, O. y. 4.-Pleadilig.

lIn an action for ther price of gonds sold, C.,
ta wvhoîui the d<'fe'zdaiit )iad paîd the price of
the goads, believinig him to have a botter title
than the plaintif., andI J. C. F., andI A. F., who
werecharged by' C. %vith hav'ing frantidtilentilo.
taiied possession oif the goods and nmadrt a
pretended sale of thin ta the plaitiif, were
atIdetI as parties defendant tind2er lZabe îoq,
ýO, J. A., with a direction that C. should in hi&

rAuguB~

pleading, state his case against J. C. F. and
A. F., and that they should be at liberty to
reply.

Sheplrry, for the defendant and C.
MarGregor. for the plaimîtiff.

C. P. Div.] [May 25.

MARE V. CAWTIHROPB.

â7olice of trial-oiider of issue-Ckse of! Piead.
ings-Counierclaitn.

The plaiîîtiffdeivered a replyto the defend.
arîts âtateînent of defence and counter-claimîr.
snply stating that the plaintiff joined isse
upon tise defence and counter-claiin.

R144, that this reply closed the p1eading.
and notice of trial served with it was therefore
regular.

ShePeýy, foi thic defezîdant.
Aylesworili, for the plaintiff.

MNr. Dalton, Q.C.]

CAMPBELL V. JAMES.

1MaY 2i.

JYoinder of causes of act ion wu4f clairnfrr reco-z>rvk
of iasid-R4e uî6, 0. 7. 4.-'Trial at whic-l
leave ina>' be granted.

Whtre ýhe writ of siiinînions was indortedl
with a dlaim for the reovery of lanrd anrd for
niesue profits, but tre, staterîrent of clainr
aslced specific perfozrmance of the coîîtract by
the defendant to buy the land fromn the plain-
tiff, aîîd, iii the event of specific performance
not bcing decrecd, possession, etc., aîîd no
order lîad been obtained fur Icave to jou
another cause of action with a claitr for the
recovery of land as required by rtie i t6, and
a motion %vas muade, ta set aside the writ of
soînînons and statement of claini ai. one of
thons.

Hedd, that the causes of action were iînprc.
perly joimied iii thse statement of dlaim without
leave; but, inasmuch as the two caubes of
action could not conveniently bo scparately
prosecuted, leave %vas given nunc pro tune.

Hoyles, for tise plaintiff.
She/sley, for the defendant.

Prac.]
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