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Mathers, J.] RE ROYSTON. [Mareh 27.
Extradition-Prelimin*ry hearing of indiciable off enu.-C rim-

inal Code, ms. 682-686-Practice wken evidence taken in.
sJorthand.

U'nder s. 13 of the Extradition Act, R.S.C. 1906, e. 155,
which provides that the judge 1ýefore whom the fugitive is
brought abould hear the eu~e in the saine inanner as nearly as
may ha as if the fugitive was hrought before a justice charged
with un. indietable offencc, the proceedings are regulated by S.
682-686 of Crim. Code and, under s. 68:3. if the evidence is taken
m shorthand it is imperative that the transeript be signed by
the judge and be aceonxpariied hy an affidavit of the steno-
grapher that it is a trie report of the Pvidopnie binforp thirp rail
be a committai of the accused for o.xtradition and, if t.bese
iaeking, the primoer is entitied to hLs diseharge on hahuas 'u
although there would be nothing to prevent fresh prneeedings
being taken against hini.

I re Stanbrio, 1 M.R, 325, and Dalc's Case, 6 Q.B.D. 376,
followed.

Mathe, for prosecution. IliKalj, for prisoner.

Macdonald, J.] fMh29.
ANGLO CAIwLA~ND Co. V. G3ORAoN.

Coniract-Agre'rment Io enter io ait agreemîent for purcùîsf.
ofl hmd-Descriptioni.

An agreemient to pureliase one of a iunbeýr of pareels of land
suffiiently described to be releeted by the purchaser is flot voici
for uneertainty of diescription and, after tlue seleettion had been
made, the purchaser mil] be bound hy the agri-enent.

There is, however, no binding contraut where the writing
signed appears to be only an agr( iient Io enter itai a formai
rontract for pitrehase of the land to be preparedi lu the futturo,
aithough it !ets forth the ternis ar<1on 114 flh btieis of 4tuie
foimal contraet. FProst v. .1oullitr. 21 I3eav. 5963, followedc.

Hans Tord, for plaintiffs. Iiogli, for defendaîît.

Cameî'on, J.] A il.
CANADLAN PÂARBÀNKf3 CO. V'. JOHNSTON.

l'eitdor and pnca~rAqem iof sfile o f land --.H seissi
of contrtiot by notice piursuianet Io condit ions te~f-u/i
tmre-Time.

The dofendant held possesimiî of the hinti iii questim ion îdor


