
sept, 16 ioteà et Canadian Cases, 487
Hdthat the plaintesr agreement to release C. and D. upor. obtaining

jucigment agninst the defendant ini no way interfered with his rights to re'cover
such judgmeflt.

/1.Sci, Q.C., fo.r the plaintiff.
,E,. L..rnoir, Q.C., for the defendant.

IJivIl Court] [Jine 13.
SCARLETT V. NATTRA8S.

,AforItg~e-A ction on co7'eant-fe/leixe.

The plaintiffs and their father, J., being the owners of certain land, in 1889
entered intu partnership for the mnanvufacture of brick on the northeast corner
of the land. A part of the lai d had been subdivided. and two of the lots sold
ta defeuclant, whn gave back separate niortgages for the unîpaid put chase
rnoney. On February 8th, 1890, defendant sold the said two !ots to S., subject
ta the niortgages thereoù. By a deed dated July ist, S. snld these lots ta J.
0ubject to the mortgages, wvhich J. covenanted ta pay off. By anl assigriment
dated July 8th, plaintiffs and J, assigried to a boan coinpany certain niortgages
on the subdivision lots. 1 he miortgages so assigned comprised j2s snare of a
numiner ot '-iortgages gir'en to the plaintiffs and J. by purchasers of such !'ul
division lots, according to a division thereof madle between plaintiffs and ' I,
while the mortgages taken by the plaintiffs as their sbare included those on the
said 'wo lots. Notwithstanding the fac'. of the dates ni S.'s deed and the buan
comtpany'b assi.gnmient, the latter was prior iii point of tirme. On the i: di of
Atigust J. assigned ta, plaint*.fs all bis interest in the said two niortgages in
question. Onl the ist 'f October, 1894, S. assigned ta defendant J.1s covenant
oif indenuiîiy.

ln anl action against the dmfendant on bis covenants in the ta"> nartgages
ta pay the inort>gage iloney,

h'e/d, that the plaintiffs were entitled to recover, for tbat wbich had taken
place in no way released defendant froain bis coveniants.

The defendant also claimed to be released by reason of anl alteration of
the property b>' the change of a location of a street, but the evidence filed
ta substantiate this.

/. Af. Clark for the plaintiffi.
illecXei/ for the defendant.

MEREDITH, C.J.] [,March x8.
REGINA V. WELTER A\ND l-ENXJERS11rI'.

Etdetc, of prireiers bejore Coroner of o/lier aetiei»/s Io instire inca,. isi.rble on
tria/IfoP 'Nurdr-56 V4cL, C31 (UL),

On a murder trial, the alleRed motive being ta obtaîn insurance moneys
tffected on the lie nf the deceased in favour of onie of the prisoners,

Heli, that a Coroner's court is al criniinal court, and that being so, 56 Vict.'
c. 31 (D.ý, applied ta it, iand the evidence given there by the prîsoners before
arrest wvas rejccted Mien tendered against thei on their trial, notwithstanding
they hait ciainmed no privilege,


