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WXhere the hlder af a tiniber licensc docs,
not v'rvhie 'orrectucas af the Official descrip
tion of the lands to be covered hy tlic license
before the issue of the license, and after its
issiie works on lands and nakes itnprovemients
on a beanch of a rivet which lie believed forined
part of his liimits, but are s.ibsequently ascer-
tained b>' stirvev to forni part of adjoiniog limiits,
he canuot recovcr frani the Crown for losses
stistaiued by ac'ting on an understanding de-
rived froin a plan furuislied b>' the Crown prior
te t he sale V(l'o ! i tO' J., dis8enting).

P.xt:a~N',J., was of opinion that the ap-
pellaut's renmedy should have been b>' action to
cant ci liccuse under Art. 992 C.C. .and w ith a
dlaini for compensation for nioncys expended.

.'ppeal disinissed with costs.
1/,;/cIinit, Q.C», for appellan t.

/''qlfor resîtondent.

IV,,,,ai) it/er ,i*7vs- Sibseçuen!t deed--(GrV'n'
in ro'e/-6t"srto-is, 806, IS92~
c,(
T'he parties to a ift inter- 7,i7os of certain

real estate, with tvarranty b>' the donor, did flot
register it, but b>' a subsequent deed, which
wvas registered, changed its nature froin an ap-
parent>' gratuitaus donation ta a deed of giving
iu payment.

In au action brought b>' the testamentary
e-Scuors of the donor ta set aside the donation
for want of registration,

11e/d, affiruîing the judgment af the court
below, that the forfeiture under Art. 8o6 C.C.
resulting from neglect ta register applies on!>'
ta gratuitous donations, and as the deed in this
case was in effect the giving of a thing in pa>'-
ment (ilation en> Oai*eizent), with %varrant>',
which under Article 1592 is equivalent to sale,

the testanientary executors of the donor had no
riglit of action against the donee based on the-
absence of registration of the original deed of
gift inter iin'os.

Appeal disniissed with costs.
brjoie fo>r appellant.
GeeK~'on, Q.C., for respondent.

~n , juaýç-1nen/-Juirw
/iot-y I id. c.8i 1> )-<m'esJ

6i'ojtai'e*-Agrcme/.r-A>~n:~né 1îIo'to P'uf',ts
E1stopot'i by condwct- Renoïnciclio,, tacile.

In an action iii which the constitutiouality of
36 Vict., c. 81 (P.Q.>, %vas raiberl b>' thc defend.
ant,the Attcruie)>"eneral for the Province inter-
venec;, atid the jt-dgmicutn of the Superior Court
having mait tained the plaintiff's action and the
Attorney-Ge ýeral's intervention, the defendant
appealed to the Court of Queen's lienchi (Ap.
peal sid,!), but, pending the appeal, acquiescerd
in thie judgir ent of the Superior Court on the
intervention and discontinuied his appeal froin
that judgment. On a further appeal ta the
Supremie Court of Canada froin the judgnieut
of the Court of Queeu's Bench on the principal
action, the defendant clairned he had the right
ta have the judgrnent of the Superior Court on
the intervention reviewed.

1ela, that the appeal to tie Court (,f Queen'ýi
Bench froni the judgmnent of flic Superior Court
an die intervention hav;ng been abaudoued, the
iudgnieut on the intervention of the Attorney-
Geocral could flot be the subject aoftan appeal
ta tlîis court.

K.McC. brought an action against 6.13. for
$4464 as due te hinm for charges which he was
authorized to collect under 36 Vict., c. 8 x (P.Q.),
for the use by G.11. of certain booms in the
Nicoiet River dluring the years 1887 and 1888.
G.B1. pleaded that under certain contracts en-
tered into betwecn F.lMcC. and G.B, and bis
auie>r.r, and the interpretation put tîpon tliem
b>' F.McC., the repairs to the booms %vere ta be
and were in fact made b>' lîim, and that in con-
sideration thercof ho was ta be allowed to pass
his logs free ; and also pleaded compensation
of a OUM Of $9620 for use by FMcC. of other
booms and repairs madle by GB, on F.McC.'s
booms, and wliich by law he %vas bound to make.

Hod reversing the judgment of the court
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