
1913] PAXKE v. MIJTCHELL.

Mas;iter in ('imbr ias tknhcoretvieW. The United
C'obalt ExpIloraion 'onpn wereý ai(ded asý party plaintiffs
by the Pivisional Court and tlic ouly question hefore the
Master was ets to the extension of timte.

The attention of the Judge at the trial is pointedly and
properly drawii to) the question of interest.

Appeal d11iissed( withi Losts to plitifs ill any event.

I O.MR. Ju'iica, MIDEO.MAIcIL 22Nn, 1913.

PEAKE v.MITC1lELTL.

Il-lPubfic Str-4 ci 11(11-1 Il Erhtio, Thrpo-s'trccd Laid)
Oi oit l'rcé/istcrl'io innocent I'rh.w-eisr

mit knwdg f ntreet, laid out tlwt %- b a registured plan la en-
titled toï the protectimn oi théleg, r A(1, but whee is co(nvýy-
ance exvptertain strentvs shew upu vagelso(rid plal ho, is
lestop>pedl from claiming liat the plan 1inior ont sauch streetnis
inivaiid wecocii pa r~iul r&ý4tee town plan.

The fit-si aionm \vas broughý,lt by Margaret Peakle, the
(inr f lo)t 162 ont plan 7ý3A., fotr a declairation with respect

to hier righ1ts, ipon Victoriai Terrace, and with-respect to cer-
tini otHer street, ;lhewn upon ilie said plant, sud for a man-
dotory order dirctýing- theinova of certain fences, and for
anl nipjultion.

'l'le second ation wis broughit 1,v the defendant in the
first action agaiinqt L. C. l?eake, hutsbanid of Margaret J>eake,
for damiages for trespassing upon thîe lands claixned by the
plaintiff as hisý own, and for an injunction. The actions w'ere
tried at Toronto on the l3th March.

John A. IPaterson, K.C., for the plaintiff in the first
action and the defendant in the second.

E. D. Armour, K.C., and C. P. Smnith, for the defendant
in the first action and the plaintiff in the second.

11ON. MR. JUSTICE MIIDDLETON :Z-The Niagara Afflembly
was incorporated for the purp9se of acquiring certain prop-
erty on the shores of L~ake Ontario iiear -the month of the
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