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whether or not she is a granddaughter of the deceased.
was always so-called.by him,, the onus to disprove thi
John ýRiddell, who must shew lier real ancestry. U.
authority of Knickerbocker Trust Co. of New York v.
17 P.R. 189, and cases eited, Mrs. IPray, thougli residez
the jurîsdietîin, could not be required to give security J
See Rhodes v. Dawson, 16 Q.B.D. 548, cited and approvo
Knickerbocker case. The Master said that this emplia.
distinction to be made according as an interpleader issi
out of a Sherif 's application, or as in the present case.
Lawrence, for the society. Featlierston Aylesworth, f
Riddell. T. N. Phelan, for Adelia Pray.

MI1TCHELL V. HEINTZMA.N-MÀSTER IN CHTAMBERS-MAI.

Pleading-Statenent of *Claim-Neglgeice.Persý
uries-Anticipating Defenice-Partioulars-Damtages1-

action to recover damnages for injuries inflicted by the
ant'e automobile, the defendant xnoved to. strike out pai
of the statement of claim, and forparticulars of injurie
damages. The parag-raplis attaeked, the Master said, s
good mnany things that iniglit be evidence at the trial, ina statement of defence; but at present they did not set
inaterial. The siinilar case of Lum Yet v. Hugill, a:
shewed ail that was necessary in a statemn~t of dlaimaction. The best order now te niake wouid be to give titiff leave to deliver an amendcd statement of dlaim, omit
paragraplis attacked and giving particulars, of injuries
special dam~ages alieged ini the 9th paragrapli. Any defup could bc answered in the reply. Costs in the cause.Phelan, for the defendant. J. P. MaçGreor, for the pis

HARRISON v. KNOWLES..-MASTER IN CHAMBER-MARO

'Venue-Motion to Change-A ffidavit s-Wititeses-(
ence--Tury Notice-Delay.] fThie facts of this case appt688. The defendants now moved to change the viToronto to London. One of the defendants macle an,in which he said that lie himself, T. M. Knowles, and soiuor four experts, ail from the city of London, would bc iat~ the trial, Hie also relied on the fact that the machine~


