
power to dispose of the land; and the non-registralexplained bY considering the kixld o nn oetWesnd ealy Y poSed Upon. The conduet and aJlRenr Hu Blumlries arcn., and stateinents made bytio.st i.Robert' erhipare tnconisistent wihthe casetiff~ ~ ~ ~ b stUp oethdteuse and enjoyinent froirýuntIl his death, and the account keptby eryIuripihies juii., after Haenry IBIur, bynre Henry hndethe deed of 1852, as well as the fact thte pem ane,inents were nmade and their cost deducted fromi R'rente, are stronlg ci rcmns tarices in the conclusion that IFw-as the real owner. Tlenry Ilur, IFumpliries jun. doEappear to have mnade any dlaim to the land. The hand-the deed of 1852 oer to iRobert, whieh does not, hoýappear to have been proved, would not, even if proved,constittited a breach of trust. iRobert had frequdeman ded i to bu ti o be regretted that defendant difrakîyinfrn his co-executor what lad been done.testator, having no estate in the land, nor being inPsion, nor claimning it, the defendant was entitled to aveyance of it from Robert, and is nlot a trustee for an-Action disrnissed, but without costs.E. B. Edwards, Peterborough, solicitor for plaintiffA. L. Colville, Camnpbellfordslctrfrdena
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- WRTIIESONv. OORRY.&a8ter and Servat Negligence of Mlater-sui7ifflnt Eidenc<for Subms<io te Jurv-Res Ip8a Loquitur.
Waish v. Whitely, 21 Q. B. D. at p. 378; Moffatt v. lBmnan, L. IR. 3 P. C. 115, approved.
Per BRIT4rON, J., OrippS v. Judge, 13 Q. B. D. 583, shcbe followed.
Motion by plaintif to set aside nonsuit entered by LOUJJ-, in an action for negligence, tried at Peterboroughi,for a new trial. Action by Andrew Brotherson, a labomiof the township of Otonabee. â,nnm, -r A -


