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in the abFence of any such authority, the learned Judge wae of
opinion that nothing leus than a by-4aw of the townshp deliberately
abandoning- Or aUthorisin the abandonmPnt of its riglit to the
exemption could be invoked to SUPPOrt anY such arrangement
as Was alleged here.

Action dismissed with costs.

ORDE, J. SEPTEMBER 15rrn, 1920.

LUSK v.PERIRIN.

Morlgage-A pplicalion of Payrmends Made bij Morigagor-Principal
-Intrest-lorgagors and Purchmwrs Relief Act,) 1915,
5 Geo. V. eh. 2-Order of Local Judge Made on Application
of Mlortgagor-Irregurl<rity-Default in PaYmnt of Interest
-Entrzi bij Mort gagee upon Vacant Possession-F orci bic
Rnirj of Du-elling H-ouse--Remedy----Crimiînal Code, secs.
102, 103-Culling Timber-Right Of Mortgagee in Possession
to Pro >fils of Land-Mortgagee not Chargeable with Wasie-_
-Possession Restored to MorigaorimiolfAton
Cosis. 

g-?sssloAcin

Action by Lusk, mnortgagor, againist Perrin, mortgagee, and
Runnett, Plerrin's agent, to recover possession of the mortgaged
promises, which the defendant had entered in the plaîntiffls
absense; for an injunction to restrain the defendants from entering
and cutting wood and timber; and for damages for trespas and for:
forcible and illegal entry.

The action was tried without a jury at.Haieybury.
M. F. Pumaville, for the plaintiff.
W. A. Gordon, for the defendants.

ORnE, J., ini a written judgment, said that, as t1ýe djefeudanta
almost inumediately after the commencement of the action went
out of pýossession and dcsisted from any further acts of trespass,
the only question which remiaincdL for adjudication was that o!
the damages, if any, which the plaintiff had sustained by the
alleged wýrongful acts of the defendant; and, assuxning that the
plaintifi was not entitled to exemplary damages, the actual
damiage donc was within the jurisdiction of a Division Court.

In April, 191:3, the plaintiff mortgaged to Perrin the north
'hai o! lot 8 iu the 3rd concession of Harley to secure payment of


