
Some particulars are properly required under this plead-

ing, as the alternative dlaim for damnages is too vague. The

order should be modified so as to require the plaintiffs to

deliver the particulars ordered with reference to the making

of the contract and to require delivery of partîculars of the

damages claimed. Such damnages are probably the only

remedy the plaintiffs are entitled to, as they do not shew

that the propcrty in the lumber in question has passed, and

the defendants are entitled to know what damages are sotîght.

If the lumber is not yet sold, this will be the difference be-

tween the contract price and the Mnarket price. If the lumber
has been sold, this niay be the difference between the con-
tract price and the sale price. Whatever the dlaim is, the
plaintiffs ouglit to put it forward in some definite and tan-
gible forru, so that the defudants, if so advised, May pay
some suni into Court in -satisnfaction.

Under the circumstances the costs here and below oughit
to be in the cause.
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<'rimîml Laiv--Koccpinq Common? auming iueAaqsrf' Con-
viction-Sumnurl Jurixdiction-Vfimifla1 Code.,es.28 773
(J), 7è4. 7S81-Amcniiniýg Act. 1909 Evidence to Shcio Off ence

-- (od. sc.2l6- Failurc e Sho1w Kecping of Bank or Gain to
;l~~s'd reumpio Ses.985, 986 -WarrantlWilful Ob-

IO)LETONX. J, held, that Rce v. lionon. 26 0. L. 'R. ,84 is
conclusiive agoinst the contention tbat a Malgistrate, may flot pro-
ceed to try the. acensed without giving Min no eletion to go before
a urv .

That the lockîog of a door do-, mot intend to croate a pr*'surp-
tieni of th1e iintention to prevent or obstruvt a constable froin attempt-
ing to enteýr preiiiîw within se.98C(riminal e'oe. The presnmp-
tien 11, croated when something active is doue, amontni Lng te) a wiI-
fui obf4truction or prevention.

Motion to quash conviction made bVy S. J. 'Dempsey,

Police Magistrate, at Cochrane, for unlawfully keeping a
cominon gaming house.

The only evidence taken was that of the Chief of Police,
who, on the night in question, went to the laundry operated

by the accuFed, and found twenty-five mnen in the roora play-
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