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$11w 0 th faets whielh 1 Iid( aîîd whiclî iifillence mci
crui IUiiQfl ar:1) the sale of hi- sîe iii Ontario w as

AHq(I v-11cl knowm ini hiÀ iigbulco and it w~as a
proftabe ~,le;(ý2) long hefore plaintill"- cýause of acýtion

an*, dfendantm h2id serîoi v co(iitemplaited selling out m](1
in ri,i~ So asýkawt(hean ;(3) lin l' action i., for he

cf romse ! Iltriage ; lier damnages, if any, are incerin.ii
andi det-fendantii î4. 1 believe, in good faith defending the action,

blein'- plhintiff bas no rigit, to r-cmoer -,(4) defendant lias
made rvisOu ot of thv sale pr<>(etIýS to pav ail Ili, Iu"i-

o~ eeditrs; 5) he had airranged and inten'deul to return
if Ontarlo aibout the end of September or begiuning of Oc-

t4obe»r to se-ttle up a nuinher of business, alTairs, pack and slîip
Lias furiture, and attend the trial of this action.

Thù order wîll, therefore, be directing defendant's dis-
,1harge and a release o! his bail. The costs to, be costs in the

Use ule'ý otherwise ordered by the trial .Judge.

ANGLIN, .. <h4lOBR 'ýTff, 1906.

TRIAL.

KERWAV:TIN, POWEll CO. v. TOWN 0F KNIA

HUDSN'SBAY CO. v. TOWN 0F KENOJIA.

W4airr and Wirore-prralo f Lmnds of 1flpariani
Ownes -J eveopnuatof lVaJelir Poitr r hy luîiaiy

1,es f rom Croirat of lied nf lVairircoreo'-(jw1 ýuncpmIou
Ow1nrS-Boass af-Vailue (,f Jinîds-lereîtcfRiara
Ovmers ini Red of Stemid Watiler PwrPri

and Mondn aial VaesIpdmn<t No vi-

strucion-Oner i d Mcdium iu-ujl.< ue
as l Nontidl WaersA ppica In(o Onba1ro-tinjury.!

lDam-Copnainfr('ss

Actions to restraiin tho municipal corporaitioini o! the town
,o! Kenora f rom prosecuting eýxpr-opriati1on rocinsin-
,tit11te-d for the purpose of acquiring tertin lan situatte on


