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-Motion hv plainti1ffý for an order for administrifo f

tileae cf svlvn1s Goidhold thue 4der, or, ini the aitcr-

glatie. for a receviver of iw c itteupo tu . run tntt the

Jlefembdat SvvnsGodbold thel voungeur, thu >;ole, exeviltor

of tble will ocf flic senior, Wa1s iinsoWent and net a proper

PoIrson to be lu-fi ;n solu control, uf th- festate,' whlich was of

the vamie of aboui $17000
W. .any forý pLl1tifîs.

E. F. K. Jolmn1oin, ]U.. ni 1). T. mih fordfeat

ew,cutor.
B~. N. Daifor deedat larrimanii alid Saa Jni.. Cod-

bold.

into Cotirt, f rom hune te tinie, forthwith atter r(,vlll1g

thin, ail înonv\ ' proi veds of 0hw cstiate in quuestion, rei

by hlmii this motion is tf) he disnmissed: oet f ail pa.rti(es

a«s of ak simlple motio joli emupl paýIVnwt intb 1ourtN. tht'

i1eefflor of onny f tbc esýtalte admittedl to lia\e corne t

hir hsinds., tw be aid mit of theg estalte in uestion eovsts of

.Il parties oýthe(r thian thef pla1intifs," over andl abov1e su 1a

are Io be paid ont of tbe e tate tlx, p ai1 hy thle pýlintifsý

torthwitli after taxaýtion. 'No) otl orle upn th1is motion;.

bqA if lte exvtoleiine teï giNe the unide-rtaikïii, ic

matter miay be mentîouied again.



MCPi>OUGALL, (t:. J. )iiMHR ,Tî 9I

PI 1 FA îIES N AN!)' IT Y f 1 T( l ,'lN'D
lIEJIA1I~(NANL' (ITVY (il-'1'RN

Al p4.ýj]- 1v Ilt tr (e'ift'~ Ie1erî n IlamiMi, ph
ton vsîtv fron 1111 deC-11'f iw&¼r of IZ--iszion for

J. T. 5mifor th truse oPf tilt NLlcpIlurýom estate,
\V. A. IL Kerr, frthetri, v, (if ilt ILlanil estatu.
J.«.FleroK. for t1 it- crporaton01.

McDuU~~AL-Al eo.J. lu he ( Mapwro a llaiintil
esaeappvaIls tiltfee of lt amewndrnelt. mnade In 1900 tte

P;e oW f 1h111, 4Iîeî Art mls 1w ganconsidtered,.
Th. iw'ror ~~itpj admini4Pr-n41 iin Toronto. T'e

wiII~-mli 'a vrvdi hscut, an suveral o if thIe trute
r,-i'e here. S o f 1lteeeiire reside In tinsro

vicand of hir> res>idei oui of, tilt Province. Theý ineoxuev
of Ilhe estate is coIlvuted iaToto tilt annual acuouulting-
is made by Ilhe trseshranlite varioI1s annual sharteS

tif tlo ineoine1 pay\abll o l ilte bvîwficiarius is, distrihuIte1 frum
titis Point, flte shares of li onirvsidunIts bItranlsiltitd
to tlient oui of Ille Provinue, Il 'P is i (oîweded iltI lieatae
or fst residenit in Ilte Province.t artal oaseset
but if is cotedetat iliteshru of iennreiet art,
lot so, liale. Set 1n 6 of ilte A:ssasmeut Adt was, a settin

whieh. before amndnnt ontainetd n provision mni a;1
bf flte inannler of aesintof personaII propertv veah'd

solely ln th11ird (tsntutegarineeuo~ r
adntnisratrs.nmeiyv, flit sucippet voi be as

ili lie naine of suecb thlirdl peeos brse e., 1o
This provision obkviabed thet n0wsiyetlt assessýor ascr-
taininig witu tli cestuiis quo trust erami of placingl their
naineý on tihelt- snn roil. TPie aineudment directsý flint

tlt aeamn shall be mnade inIhe ain ife of >1uei poisoni,
trustee, ecalolle, in case's 01nl«y whero, if tlte persomal pro-pe rty uwere ini poýssesQio utolf t lto benei -fi - iryv.t lte s ýa 1, e( w4 )ul 14
be 1 able to ftaixat1i on . Thto amenwId Inen-l doies nl detf]lie ainy

n rncf e of asesetor exem-pt anyv partieulnir cfass
of )or,4tiilproperty'% froîn taxaition. If does nlotqui yit

generai direction contained in 4ec lit " ailpretyi
Ilhe Prorinrevhh be, lable to taaiolor dloes ilfec
lthe furthier direction intindlusc :3ý thlat ail personal
property witiu the Province owned by Q-rsdet shali



lie aÎses8d INe die personial Propulrty of rl ýi&n'i1 nr ilic

further provision ini >"% je3 dtat h perunal propurd~o a

noIn-re'sidentL inay be a:ssssd iii dhe o\%nur's wmaîa, us asl i

the naie of die agent or trumeiiuh inay Couht rovî

iii bis possessionl orcorooriihihnso.bhi fuh

non-re-salenýt owneèr. ht ixighit happent!i that perlýoila1 piruýrty

ini the hiands of an agent or trustue wouldi in i lîiaids beu

liable Io asst2silunt for the flli amlounlt, w0hu If -anýeuted

to the owner the wea88col caIue nughlt be largel reduved

by the appJkaCtum of certai of the exempison claur fon-

tained i. sec. '- Take, for instance, dnie cae o! a stock o!

goods i ested in and as;sessed to an agent; such agenit vould

not claiin the deduction f romn the inv\oiced i aine of dt sa.d

goods o! the debis due in respect thereof by the real owner

allowed1 by sub-suc. 24 of sec. 7 in resp)ect (if sucli goods,

becau!se lie, the agent, did not ow-e the deta hereas,, if

the guods uere assessed iin tie true owneir'rn naine, snich

allowaec woiild have to be mnade. In tie case of an incomne

received by a trusýtee for and on behial! of al benuticiary, End

aemesed ini the irustee's naie, sucli rustee coud iny uhimi

the $401) exempin alloweud by su-e.2G f rom inconic.

Take a 11r11>1'. who collected the inicomew of al large uniate

ainouniiing to suiy $4,000 per ann, and1( 1y Ille teins o!

his trust wa, to dlistrihatte it equally amonllgs;t enl bevneficiar.-

le, hoposese ne incoxne frein aniy othe-r ýiource beyolnd,

thua distributive share of $400; the tmi persons dt true

owliers o! te incomer, wouild nut, bc lhabl, ilo any ta-xation

MIbIntvr vlu respet c-t, of th1ei r seve kral1 shai rs, >i nue i , f ttal

inconie. o! each vould unet exceed the $400 xe td.If

the whlolc ne il s taxed ii flic hanids o! a tuts it is nloV

noes>arily treated an incollek in, his hands, butl iightl be

laese is so much prsona property helonlgilg to others

and liablo ue taxationl for dthIl fit inouint of $tcQ r,

as I hiave, >said before. sliould il 1w trcated1 als illeoine, it,

'ilI lie lhable In thel eue exemlption of $4'00 ouly. 1Intke

it, thierefore. thiat the onlyv fo(rce to be attribuited to the

sinenduent in ibis, that the pe-rson;l prope-rty standing in

Ille trustee's halds i.s Vo lie (onsiderie< I. as plit upl in dis-

tributitved portions- hl-nlgil)g Vo hIe-va beneflvi; ies. an'd

if siulit several simus, i- or nei- or r e!thin, would, if

aasesed iu the naille o! tlle ucelirnit be liable Voi-

ation bvý rea»soni (f auy eetinclaue then Vo Ilhe extett

of mucit an ainount the sanie ys not in bY aiew"rd ini th,

naine oif Ille trustee. 1 do net thlink thie questnion o! resi-

dence or nion-reieuce of the benveinry entera into IOe

consideNttiof oif tho miater nt ail
Section 3q of Ille Assessmnt Aut rea Isý as fo1lowý:

"38K (1) Ai l prsnal propery within te rovince t'e

owner of whlich is; noV. resident «in thePrvice shial lie



aicý blt 1 lkc IýiW proa Iro 1rt ofresdns alld
Iti iir tii m i or iý Ilo, ili tiw poss io r co trl

or u te hn ,!of a agn(r) r~e n he-half of 11.e

th an ol! i he agent,1 trultc ýOr ?IthefIýr person (i any) whoi,
in ii pocso r i 11troitheriof

iii wwh h na~ hppen o be

thu Pr~ inin

h sthsse ta lu prs nau pri)perty r)f a ino l- ri si-
denit us pueelrd I« o lic 1~e~al lik th per11Il -[Son.l 1 ropcrty
41 i' ri- ! ti i ;,t w! i buu It I, uion-r l L t, 1 ler. ild

flot. uluunk thuwud, fteancdnnt wîe if inu [ihe po-

the~b forc af se. e$ as to the inie ftxain., a th- k
tu ar mciuin s1 , t ha t pursonl proert ui w nl *exetmpot11)

in al Iale 1hur, if1 lhe saine h ere i ese 11) th- nialin of ilte
ouilUr% it would ni o he hale1, to taixation. ] woîuld reýquiire

Inc morel diini 1, wor.d iif eeptlin lt repeal th expes
Iiabililv te taxatlion of f lie. perISonl propcrt'y of'fo-ei
de1ntiI ouur crcatd by , se. ;8. W'hfat I takeu to be the u
objeet c 1f ilue %mudeu is to4 remendyý \%a apeae t

be an injustice, nanly thauit i al nîreiden owxue enie
IJ a 1 smOf lmney b.y way o)f ineo oie sIl hail 11[lve t hat sumIl

îac eoohreah bi lands wil i, if he h1' ad be
entitled~I to colee it hivf it(ý wol 1e hav be X taxable
at ah la hs t, hand gi ool be enitl t1o ava

s'Mb un acount shew no surplus thre weld be un amoun
liable to taxation. It ne % eoîuld hae een conitemlplated
b)y t he LugiùI;llire, in rny e pi li, t o chan ;1 1ge flli. u hole
polie y of the Iaw whlichi unlade esoa property staelin
the Province, t hougli owned b, nV -eidns lable te tax-
atlion, byý thl s;imniplief ehod c inltero ing ai r-11,te,; i Il
othIler w lor1ds, tat Ili(c p lusona ropewrty of al nonil-rosidon t
owner stnigin bis oi naine or thaât of an) agent shlould
lue talxablle, wiuiý lele Sine propcrty, vested inil a trustuie,

wVOIn1ld nt bw taxçable, bucalse' Ille trule owncer was a. lion-
reýsidIent. Ili tho Ilatter caIlse Ille personall property wuld
hi, viewed ais being in thie utulci, posseýssionI and following
the persan of thei owneir, and, therefore, as property sýituate
ntl f Vie Province, wvhile in the forme case it would lie

treated as situate withini the Province and as uot foillowing



b. lakan lu inen or to bcuiv n wo une Mn&d. 'aM if
the sane myru amssrd i ic amile of Ibo bencriu or w C-
ficiories htii If or iiiumsul u i tatîI i-te faut i!t
being ý tsd (inM a 1 rUý'we- iý lo b ihseare i oîrî ug
its liability Ioîaauu If h vîhîrlvaain
resudenti, lih ainunti uvigt i ul uira>dp
ciaely in Ilhe s.nn- luL1) manni astl 1 îî1popn f t

tii. provss .cf leu 381filifue ftu a lidîut
1 as wodn a- m as etînuqîud fo)r, hnalprsnlpoe
of nnesdito1ur uîil! iii thu Il naie a ute

iE>âsoý aiI-I chel î aabebeuu u pesoa prîir
is tu be cîsdrud al 1îaee iioi l ilero o heO[le

SUSh an iepretatil4 c tue law woud be alor im Mnaul

able Millions of dola C f persýon;l1 pro 1%t in 1111aîn

suclli a yIieanîn bucneexnît
In the. MIaulero 1L ap4a, l l, .j ia croino

Uiat, if thei -u[nis pIlbl >> the Mo-r~ I nibveîîa
are il the natullre fiiue ti al lý uh amhren
and enile o thesau eXurnion s te Inoi 0:f reI«[-

'l'le appeal il]ill the ihunîltoî stt uu!ît 'med!
fe.rentl feaîures- uIp(on th ats uIhtuseteprni
part cf th[( esat isiiteir'mec tcw Iercih

w1 m oh o e Ilese Illte anulitrusm

$5,.000, uiponl incsm nuTrn, part cf sciiva
ments hiavinig heeni 111d11 bv- the testator in blus hife-tiînel and
poJrt cf theuin nluadefoi estat funlds Ilv 11 tiute-
'1rorontci sineý Ille tettc'1cathi. Twýo cf theo beuefi, ri
lil, in Ontre andthc out cf theo rcilloo alid fli ini-

eome 1 as 1 understnd tho dtétment cf ouci, CS aser-

tainedI at uf e and 1hw dlifflerentt shiares Irnrite o

the several persons entiledi froim thait point. For- tho rea-

sons, g-iveni in thef Maphrson esFtte( 1pel mi ot f opinion

that the inAr~est eolle(-cd freni invostineniz in Trtoisý
taxable ini this iniiipality sfflject te the exeptionco-
tained in thle Statillo of $410 lu respecot cf onadi heneficiarv.

1%e appal Nvill, theurefore, bei allowcd te thO xen bw
indiratedl.



Hlendersoni & Siil, Torotio, and blaký,,b~,&as a
Toronto, solIjcitors for the appellantýs.

T. Casl, ron lu, solicitor for thu resýpondents.

McDouGALi, co. J. DECEMBER 26-rni, I9L)O
COUNTY COURT 0F YORK.

Id, NAS-MI A-I)D ClTI OF T(XRON\TO.
.Assemient ami u~ PrnJPoerV-COt iii At,u...

Property not air<a4jdy ue-or of Jeer.,Lon.

Appeals by 3irs. J. 1). Nasriiitli, Miss E. M. Clark, alnd
Miss Il. Clark from the deci8ion of the Court of itevision
for the city of Toronto, placing their naines onl the aises.-
ment roll ix>. respect of certain personial property.

J. H. Macdonald, .Cfor the appeihuits.
J. S. Futllerton, K.C., for the city corporation.
MCDOUGALL, C'o. J.-Jni titis ca.Se the NiLmiit Colli-

paliy were aýssessed laponi persoiialty for $1 17,000, and iti..
pealed to the Court of Revision n the ground that the saine
wa.s too higit. contending that, if the indebtediuess ini respect
of such persoia.lty were deducted puirsuant to sub..aee.
24 u't se.d of the, ;\eamntAt, Ille aýSsessble amioult
wou,)ldf be founld -to be lezsa thanl $17î,UUO. W'hen the mat.ter
Cainle up1 before the Court of Revisioni the appellanita provedl
that thevy were indebted to the floig esn i epv
of siichl personal property: Mrs. J. 1>. Nasiil, $2,48.?;
Miss E. M. Clark-, $1,336; anid Miss IL. Clark,815 :

~rIllte Court of Ilevisýion1 redfiued tu generalass-
menctt of the conpany Vo $15,000 forpesal r-
pertyv. Piursuailt Io suit-sec. 1 ;- of se c. 7.1 ofth
Assessement Act, four days' nonice was giveii to these. thre
creditors, anid the Couirt of Revision theii plaeed their naines
on the- asseisann roll for Ilte above several suis as4 per
,moiil property in respect of which thev, lthe creditors. wevre
liable Vo be assessed. The titree creditors appeàled, and 1
a1lowed their appeal uponi the ground that the Couirt of Revi-
sion had not the- power Vo place thena on tlice roll. Tii.
property in respect to whichi th(' Court of Reiso so ht
to aseetherna, namlle4, choses inl actioni, had flot beenl pire-
viously asessed at al]. and, aithouit1 the Coutias thf. power
to asse-s A. (uipon givinig humii a four daYs' notice) for pro-
pedyv w-iii ha been ixnproperly assessed ini B.Ai naine, y et
A. could onfly be assessed in respect of some portion or ai
of the- property alread y assessedl or puirporting4 to be aissessedj,

Now, te property of these thiree appellantis hadner
been iii fact assesse i ail. Iad the departinenit kniown
the7 possessed personal property in Ille shiape of choses ill
actionr or debta du. them, the saine could have henpro-.
perly aasessed Io them. Wliat hand been assessedv was the



prol v rpt f ithe Nnntt (Xnpnv t il îh li, i I

aseut t, prj.IopTtet iz, Ite proj\nfipý,-~u

ronot trofoe Assese - mie aqiiA Ca n i ail.

thei aos l itli I10'iii ili, m oigtt Ille uI;ic

pas, it li truciiý uno- ds duet thein. lis' tooe N anilî 1 f1 h

N~~~fo tue val>1 1)lI lueý )1( lt-c rsu i altii1y Iluti lon il )c

,N as i iýt - ,h ý( Irer i , bu it - kcr i iri 1 1c~ ar t ofi ta pro-1Il ý

per1.;It IiIl I be f Ir uhe lei4aIlr F tl aeî theiil A, ifk

ces fitf 1. li owufll pr bet iii itd pero, discvee by

tratonur th loxigatiOtý ii int hcatar o rawpuix'Cr wl

thirma alls , iL na ims, buili(o it. miI opiin flici--1 lIlotu

as it iw sftas doc The prm iit his to bedlL f h

pio'liSt'3 1 he be.gt uatidpro.btfi au

aIat eic Iod, up o bilg &gie iiilc Ila'utri I notil ei

tors for t he apelat.
T. 1. 11l, Toronto.i, slitor for the rIespoeits.(I

MCDOUGLL, (o. J.1%a KwIER 2G'rîî 1901

AnI appii b\ liýc t rustiu- of 1 lic Lctdc ustale frnth

diiof utlie( Coutrt of Rievisiion for- the city t Torontio

in respiet uti a III sen of th litat,
A . %V. st . .Jo, I for' flic ap ll ntsl

J .Fullurtot'. K .( .. for the ciiv co(rplorationi.

MCDOUGALL, il , ,.-1laea in th1is case( is in efi

id)e ti crtainl pvrsýolItIl pdroleriy sztaingl i hli alie or

theo trulstelis o! ieLale 5ak 1an. eoniin for curtainl

amnountis tif casdepsi ili baksli the (-itv of Montiroal,

anid ln tho c.l \ o! iupg t seaîe Il\ ilheac-

nient depa)ilrlIlie o ie hoab;l o asesuei ini Toront

mwhero1I the i- (-is,,c rcide and where lteI cief islt of fic

estat afi 1rc si t miteI, i lmm whîere the estate ns Itexng adimîntis-

teIred(. I ae uc that the sineg is exenii froîni taxéatio

minder euh-se. 23 orf sec. , or uthVe Assesmient Ad , Ils beiig

petrrsonal propc(rty, owned out oif the Irovince.



Thfe appeai is allolvedq, and as1ý -illornt reu IP(d to) Ui.riiiiJ
S f . Joh 1 ( 1 olL 1 s( s , ToroI, r r 1 -(l 1 ( , fo r-1)r 11 p ela t

T. 'islI TI)run1t o, 1 ictr forl II rj>odet

MER 11ITH J. . îitî 3u, U2
TRIAL.

GATv. 31(>l11 Usi
hi telr c e eel1ft eI el t-A >l 9r e l 1 f ',a Le w l lefr< ('wi t«e .

Noitlre o!Taaelofosja
Anu I'i a tio0 regcover pssio fa ILiIu in tlu viof Tlronto Anld forl*eu po its lw dufvndanlt. lia\in-bevonw teat to Ilhe plitiltr undedr ;1 >supp1o.edagUle

fra lease,
W. M. DulK&,alid J, F. JOlleS, for p)laLinIIf.

E. P. rmour K&.,for dfnat
MEI~> Ju » -ponl the wle% evdn u anuot befoundli thait thr ll as«t %V ny. agrecînen']t for al I0ea1.'e Tlh I paàrties

wee gredupn istofth trnsof th esbut, st:,ume esniirns, t]ivri. Iq;s a nsnertnig ami unoagreemeho 1 ali 'fi dIl-dnt Imn tli(er defc,rý,wIltslu the. ageie sleundrto t ai S4eek,pei
peroran ( f it. Ther-e caunolit of curs 1b( lpeifi er-formiaiu the pai-les neyeor hlavini beenl atpune, upon Hmof theIsenia ternis of it. Bult the rolat ifonlsij of laild-lord sudi tenant,1 in Homeli foirin or other, oiosye-xisýt(ýî
bwenthe partie-s: the ollc ques-tion i,, whaf' wals the(natuire aud e-xtdent of it ? Andli thaýt i., puirel v ai quion(j offautt. At thei ifi of the se(ond( vonr ii, plintitr hecarneiientitledl taposesi and h-* h1A.s dioe noith'ingl to wive thatirighit. . . . 1av fround un )ca.se in point;ý thosedeie

undejr the Stajtute oif Fralids aire dlIfferenýlt ait the beý-gtlinnigSI thiS, 1thatI thel sýta1t Ite9 expeol prov ides thiat the lease.ý(shahd opera-kite, as al tef c at w itouigh af ter paymlent ofrelit, in ilghase theure seeclis to lie nio suibstantial dfeecbet ween t hose case-, ai i Ib is. >enx v. We s tn Il v vR . A47e2, ife fTit. 1rom thIlis caise 1 i 1thiq eetiail fe;Latr that,in that. case nuq relit hand beein p aid; thiere wais nu reiogniitioiof miny reýlationsipl of laniord anid tenant aifter lte iinemn..pletie imgotiations for a Ivease. The caises undethe statutlire colce]in thle nIote to 1Ioe il. Itegge v. Bell, 2 Smin. LC.13412, ami (laytvon v. il)ky,~. 13:1 7. se SionrIw i 11qo V.1ruc -î, 17 lr un 432 ; FuI le.rton v. TD1t on il , b '21f;Mavor of Thettord v~. Tyler, 8 Q. B. 95 ; Smnithi v. Wdae
3CP.D. 10.
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DIVISIONAL COURT-

CLERISJE v. MUKAI.

m4iovev.~~PrdUion - V'i iril ge - lOtte I~ tMU7tf ?,,o e7nJ

\fiet- lle> of, mU4<ýt ,c e r t il«th in afid vt

Pecision of STEJ, (1t 18', allî rmcd il a I)i\i~oa
Co ilrt ( B(OYD )., FER'_ SON, ., NI ERII l11U. . )

W. NI. D)oug1as, .C for deLfoildant I>ritonI, plat
A, B. Aylcsworth, 101., and ILl.u. IFUP!e-nn, for

plaintiff.

EAICOiN[BRIDGF, C.J. APRILt 7riî, 191P2,
M EEKLY COURT.

STT>TFENS v. O'C'ON\NOR.

lifim- LifrenAe odTa grn fre trie rete-Ntc
0,1or 4 ir'qOcteri Injiténrti.

.Motion f'or judgmentl, hleardl at Ottawa. The mto
was originally toI continue an iintcrim injimction rosiraîilg

the defondaits, avho arc the icns, comnliséiers of the
City of Ottawa, f rom piermilting the transfer of the bar

license for the Globe Ilotel in Spark. tre to othler prcnIiSesý
ini the sanie street. The motion was- turnerd by consent inito
a motion for judgmnent.

J. L,1. Meoulgaîl, Ottawa, for plaintiff.
G. F. Ilen1derson, Ottawa, for defvndants.,
FAJ,.coNInRIPGE, CJ1Teaction aind motion were pro-

bebly titnnec-essary or premnature, inasmuciili as it was noit fi)
Ipe 8Sszumed, thlat the board of license cemimisýsioiler, woul
(la anything eontrary to the Iaw. But the legisiature hams
not eqiredltht public nlotice ShahII be giron of an aplhi-
cation for a transfer ta premise- within the sanw Sub-dlivi-
Sion. Sec Sinelais biquor Licese AS py 32 n. The
board wil douhtless, not, grant, or asiýsent to, the traniisft-r
without the report or the inspeto uner sc. il, shsc

(kof R. S. 0. (1h. '245, lules, ilhere are \alid reasons unde(ir
su-oe for dispenlsing with the Saute. The cruitne

of thie case do not bring it within the misief leait wih in
Eat V. O'Connor, '2 0. L. R. 35.Injunetion di;Ssol\vd andi
action dismissedl Witt) costs.

lAtehIfordl, Mef(Doigall, & aiOta, oitrsfor
plaintiff.

fordeedt.



B1IT!,J. A'î.T1 92
CHA MBErSý.

IIUFFMAN v. HLI.

Puwer-<1 loçilj I l o»t

ThE p;lintii lleet that ht' antil duefendarit ILuIl weýre
tlowners of curtainl Itlad, sujtct l nrgg onle
Ilri;thai by dte rt.slt of ail u'tionbeen pliniad

defudat fnit plinif!bucnw oleowursubljeett ig0 the

(>Thait 11unde the owe of d8alt. iiIltw lilris mloripgge
tht Iw i dý was sd lti a 11 d1 1i df naItL Alleýn beaetht pu r-

-I i sýer i in trut f11or illantif!, ani Aln 1! no 1w hiolis t it. land
aitutt o pla intif 1.

(7)rfu dueendal umll <'ont rii andicnprtitgte
to dufraud t1o. plainitiff anti deprîve hlini of tht' \vailu o! thle
liand( over andtibovvte c utagudrwih itwa 0d

(S) That ailtce plintiif! anti tuifeadant Iluil1, plain-
tiff is enititled to ail tht' inond-ys \%ich miay h found due

h> vd&'fen1dant Allenii I onll io 'ill th'lnds, Ill ror
ludofundanit lli.

P)laiiintf c]aillied anl accolunt.

ga1irds paragrapha 5 and 8Î, buit ortIert'd pari-Cuflars und1(er
pariignaph 7. to bu dt'livered after df'eant iJallr extunîni-
atinn of defelîdant.ç for iacovery.

Tht efedn I11ul1 appealeti.
Il. E. Rose, for apl>lanltt.
A. C. MeMater, for plaintif.

Bi3rr-roNw, J,-I think the plaintiff migrht welI have
bueix more full and specifie lai Isl stitterinent of ehrnni, but
J do not thiik the defentiant llîill need ho, at alenarse
in regard to is statement of deofence. If the plaintifr ha,
any Il&ù suciitýIvlias indivateti, 111ull a eas il mee it ais a
Illiitter of plaig1 do) tiot thiuk I shloilti interfere with
Ille ortier matie 10 the Master. Appea disiîwed"u. Costs in

BrwsiriMirbieaxi, & Ileydl, Brantford, solicitors for
linltif!.

A, S. Bail, Woodstoe(mk, solicit.or for defendant Mull,


