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Early Notes of Canadian Cases.

HIGH COURT 0F JUSTICE FOR
ON TARIO.0.

Quceiîs J3enck bivision.

Z'4ovembetr. 6,88.

ti%-isional Court.]

TRice v. ROBINSON.

[Sept. 7.

I'crsimal re naieL/esqi adminis-
Ira/iii i.sumed aller aetion broieXh/-R. S. O.
(1887), C, 194, -. 122.

ln an action (%vich had to Oe brought
within thrce mnonths) under R. S. 0. c. 194, S.
l2,2, b>' the administratrix of the deceased, ht
appeared that the accident from which tlic
cauise of action ai-ase happened on june ist,
the %vrit o! sumninms %vas issiled Atigust 3ist,
but the letters uf administration to the plain-
tuf îvere not issued until September 3rd

Held, that b>' the ole, rule in Chancery pro-
ceedings t %vas suffcie it for the administra-
tor ta obtain letters of administration Lefhre
tht' case was heard, as they, Mhen obtained,
relatcd back to the denth, anu that. now b>'
R. S. 0. (1887), c. 44-8. 53, 5.5. 12, the equitable
doctrine as opposed to that at litw miust pre-
vail, and that the plainti«f's lecuers of adminis-
tration wcre issued in tinie.

T H. A. Ilegue, for the appeal.
.iosys, Q.C., contra.

[Oct- 24.

a solîcitor with intel-est uip
lîands bclonging ta bis clico

The timie for appeailingt
costs begins to run trom the
of 'taxation, nul fromi the d
in the cause of taxation.

Ay/es'worth, foi- the solicit
W f. P. c/e'int, fer tht

Arniiour, C.J.]

P C i V . GNLa m 'llo r d a nd te l a nt ..O v e

'l'le exprebsion "Culotît
Ovcrihuidin ' Tena.nts' Act,
imans sucli semblance or .1
as sho>ws that the riglit is re

l'le Act crunfer-s no aul
Counîy j udge tu try the
tenantýs ri h t ol tr it le as soi
appear thai thle rimliht i; jei
is then that colour of right
telipllates, and the illdk.c is
the case.

Gilber.t v. /h'e' 4 <,. P.
v. .1trsiza//, ig U'. C, .W 59

1: pon the procecdingrs 1
J ufie heing Coli] miandedi t
!Iligh court lias powier ta
upon the wrîî of possession

In ,'e .SOLICITOR.

S/e/rand dint..t/ ttrali 'V- 1)/v.
,,//ov'antc t!f cosis of nec'.ryredùg
- Mièest -AftPta/- Tiote.

TIhe iniere non-commuitnication b>' a solicittur
ta Ilis client ut an offer of settiement does not
prove that procredîngs after the offer were
unnecessar>-, and that the costs ot thein
should be disalloived, under Con, Rule i 215,
tinless it is showtî that the offer was an ad.
vantagrous one, the acceptance ni which the
solicitor ought ta have advised, and it cati te
faîrly inItrred that he refraîned froru coin-
iflicating it and advising its acceptance

tntey for the ptiMoe of putting Costs into
h4s own pocket and %without regard îe fthe
ii,îercts o ohi& client.

A maing offleer has no authortty te charge

I3oyd, C.]

C/.alict';y Pii

Damages, oneaçure l
by ownier .'n 1qyr/ng otit.
t/on ib ut'ftùy itrb

Two owners of adjoining
eut sireets thrugh%,I the cent
in eole font of trtv. bounidar>
respective blocks, eaclh resi
hîmself, thus formning an
Street of two fvet of land,

565

on inoncys in bis
.tA

fromn a taxation of
date of certificate

ate of cach rulinget

or.

eclient.

[Nov. 1.

fm . qo'<'1 pro-

Of 1-ighit i n the ~
R. S. (). c. 144,

ppoai-ance of rié;ht
all)y in dispute.
thority Lipon the

qJuestion of the
on as it is muade ta
1%. in dispute, there
which the Act catn.
bound tu disiiiiss

6o, and 110oribupy
7, flot fiillowed.
)cfcnre the County
o lie sent lip, tlice
stay proceedinigs

under the Act.

[Oct. 16,

1, o~f land resr'I-d

araîWion--.,Vote$ of
ap ù /or

blocks of land laid
re thereof; ta with- î
line between tlieir
erving one foot ta
oibstruction to the
and laid out atnd


