RE OLEMENT. 12%

Pass upon this ip the present proceeding—the matter, as
Ing in the Jurisdiction of the Court below,

B Thedaw g it wy, before the amending Acts is found discussed
% In 33 C. . J. 185; in that article are set out the caseg thereto-
| fore. After these cases, however, came Moore v. Gillies, 28 0. R
358, in which all the Previous cases (amongst them Magann v,
Duer, 28 0. R. 37) were reviewed, and g Divisional Court held
that 4 County Court Judge has now the power to decide whether

fe tenant wrongfully holds, By that decision T am bound, and 1
follow jt,

I think,

. Nor is the objection better founded that the matter
18 involveq jp

: proceedings, as no writ of possession has
ISsued: R, g (. 1897 ch. 171, sec. §.

.’I'he motion must he

cation under gec, g at

I cannot make an or
e calls jt

dismissed, withoy
the proper time.

der giving time to the tenant, quia timet,
» to get another place.

Chere il be no costs, no one appearing to oppose the appli-
cation,

t prejudice to an appli-

———

- Ruoppy;, J. IN CHAMBERS, Ocrorer 207w, 1910,

*Re CLEMENT,

®ffective Devise—y, testacy.

Danie] Clement, deceased, by his wi] .
directed hig debts to be paid; (3)

ould have the south-west quarter of
0 of the township of North Dorchester,
"d during tp, term of her natural life : (4
th of his wife the said south-west qua
among hig children, except his son
1 should be given « frst chance to b

(1) appointed execy-
directed that his wife,
lot 3 in the 4th con.
to have and to hold
) directed that after
rter should be equally
John, and e

uy the said land anq



