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following eireunmstiees. 'rwo days prior tu the coîxtract un
award liad been muade pursuant to a stattt reqiuiring thie de.
fendants to p..v- haif the costa of rebuilding a party wall on the
preinimes ini quiestion. This award the defendants oînitted to dis-
clome to the plaintiffii, ancd the plaitiifs entered ixîto the contralet
ini concpflete igccoritie of the procedtiiga in reference to the waIl.
L'poil t1ieov'erv of this award iii the Ntcvernber foiloiving the
linitifri refîised tu comcplete exçwlit u3iiit receiving eoiiflIiis-

tion. 'l'lie plinitifsm trented the eointrkicýt as at an end. but re-
fiised to retitrci the deposit or pay the plaintiffs' eosts (if inlvesti-

rgaticcg the title. Joyce. J., who tried the mise, deteriuîled that
tho amward eoristitulteti a latent defect w1iieli the defecidanis were

bicd to diselose to the purehaseri4e, aind tiat Ille pliniffs wer
Ét, vintitcci ta Ille rel ief tliey elinîe(f.

I)ECLA.RATO')IV J OOMNT-.%PI--TrlIESI'.xsSý-:l.Nii'.uý11ý CORIPORATON-

RULE 289-(Os"r. JuDt. AmT s. 57 (5)),
O/flc v.Rocho-d (1906) 1 ('h. :342 is vinofive> casme ini whIch

cnerely delaiatccrý jdac' was scciglit. I n tlîis calse thev plainc-
t i f oun ccd Iand1s >bit tii g on il h igli way. Tile defe>la n tifs, a
iiiiiciieîpal eorporctioc. elaiuctd that pcart ocf thle plailnt itr's la cul
forîccc pac't of flic higllway andti t rew down ei felnce rct
by the plaitiif ta bomnd it froc» Ille Iilîwc. Thsw dm
m ore Ilhaon mix mifico>cflis p rior, ta tht'e> mne ec i> of tIliee lt iolci
Ili NoI far als tlhe notioni ma t'i>dedI oin fuls illc'gd voicl
aet Ille action wns taa la te, ciat* hafvicg ber>> brocîglit within six

'i niiltlit9 of itm voncissioni as rc'q ci i'dý by et Ntct cite ici that behcîlf.
M arringtoiî. J., whio tried ti,2 a ietioci, lield tîcat tht' ciere dimi <if

the iiiciicciiipal vorporatioci tliat thxe lancd< ici qliiestioci ivas at part
ocf th-e hihvygéave filc plaiiîti ticc catise of action, and fur.
cishced i gc'ollici for cîcakincg at dee]ac'atery iiiciIgiiietit, acnd thcct

t lie aetioni leiccg too late so for asc based on Ille reiccoval of thie

0 fence, it altogetht'r fciilccl, acnd lie. therefccre, tiîise it with

COMPANY~-Wsrcxxn UP OanEa--(..cjxNTcc.\cT TO 5,ELL A-SSTs-
~ ) (MmssioX TO co<)NvEy--DiE'soti'TION' OP~ COMrANY-TU'STEE

AcT. 1893 (56 & 57 VICc. u. 53) ss. 25 (1), 26-(R..O. c.

~ 'lie, No. .9 BomP.cncr Road (19063) 1 Ch. 351), A Iiiînited coca-
paciy was the owner of the lense of premises for the resi de of
an unexpired teri of 99 years; it wecît into liquiidation and tie
lensehold xvas sold, but by an oversiglit no assigniment of thxe
lease was r'xeeuted and the coinpeny had becoine automatically


