
ing that certain oifficers may solemnize irriages. Thearmy is Also entitled to hold property under the Retligionsq
Institutions Act, R,.0. eh. 307. The property purchased
by the army is tirst taken in the naine of the Commission-
er in Ontario for the tixne being, and subsequeîitly con-veyed to William Booth. As the Salvatîti Artuy ore en-tÎtled to hold and do0 hold property of vaious kinds in thisProvince, they xnay be sued and service imay be eft'ected uip-on thein. Decision of l)ivisional Court in Metallic RtotirgCo. of Canada v. Local Union No. 30, AmaIgaiated 'ShcetMletail Workers' International Assn., 2 0. W. R. P183, dis-tinguishied. Motion disînissed. Leave given to defendants
to enter a conditional appearance. Coste; in th#, cause.

WINCHESTER, MAS'rEî. API I TH U3.

OSHAWA CANNING CO. v. D)OMINION SYNDICA(ATl.
Parties - Third I>rte-Idml>, i khf oner-Sae ~fods

611aranlee.
ýMotioni by defendants thie syndicate for thir-d party dfirec-tions againstdefenditnts theStahoCmay poe bythe latter on the grouind titat nlo case for. in4lemlity ariseSunder tile circuînstanice4 shewn on thle pleadings. Actionito have it declarecd thiat the corn deliver-ed by derendlantsto plitifsl is flot the eovmn which wils the sbetof theeonItralct iîade bet weeîi defendanits thfe' Doniioni syndicate

ai'd plaintifis, ami for repayiuerit of .S9,56$4.92 ipoel
r(Ccoed( by theat, defendants, and dama112gus for loss suis-Uained 1)y reasoni of the non-delivery of the corn cnracd for, and damaîi;ges ocasioned by the collus-i1ve,inpo>r
fraudulcr1 t and wrongtfuil acte of defonldants.

H. L. Draý1yton, for kipplicanits.
W. E. Middletonl, for defendanmts the Strathroy ('o.R. W. Eyre, for plainitiffs.
Tn1MArEL..T: que.stion ini issule betwcenýr parintiffsani defenldants i.-i the qu1aiitY of thu corn'i sub0i to and1i purl-chsdby p1aintifli fr-omi t1le lominlion S yndicato.. Thesedefendanýýiits admit that the qual:1ity wa.;I inferir wheul tiqy,%siand say that plIainltitfs, kniowingf tl1( fa:ct, houight it, etailowerprice thanidlav beenipaidifit weroof sadrqua1ility * -Lt imay Uc that the quantity of ineircoin wasînuch ,,reater titan plaintiffi miupposecd fr-oin the inspection

ina(l1e 1)y themn, anid in consecquence they have sufrdloss
throgh te rpresntatonsof tc &rthry Coi 'l'liTe


