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r Or judgnient is set aside or is varied in soie other
vely, however, of that ahnost universal rule, I ami ofthe plaintiff at least cannOt complain Of the order... it is perfectly plain that the plaintiff hadlie bargained for fron 'Victoria Davis, Le., a decudat the omission to Walte the aelidavit oenctiondtance; and that any reief he could be eniltitledý to isRegistry Act, R~. S. O). 1897 ch. 136, secs. 47, 50,the defendant forbade Air- Milis to give up the deed,the cau~se o! action wouild net be for the executioenant of a niew conveyance, but the effective delivery
ae gone on to trial, 1 tliink, it she)uld have beencosta; and 1 think, therefore, that the plaintiffef eenlWnt ini respect of the disposition of thethe order appealed frein.
Bhould be disznissed with ceets.

C HAM ERS.O TOBJEU 19TH, 1910.
RE~ B1OOM ANDj GODWIN.
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aies Broom for an order prohiibiting Mo.&,thie COwxty' Court o! Yorlç, and others, frein en-for P O,%ezn miade under the Overhodig Ton-

the ' Picamt began an'action lin tho 7T


