
- .7

r»tmrnhew2, ieea

epàrat'OU, as owntfrr, but land wil-bhi their to.which tht hearer tnight have appIied themr,terlirial anibi over whieh tbey have-n"ilicpal andi having fallecl to de- this here, the aet:olx
j4IrisdIctian. muat.be disïnisbdd.

S. A B4t», Q.C., and 141#. Dot for the Matckedan, Q.C., for the plaintýft.
plaintifrs. Oidcr, Q.C., for the-defendant..:Moij, Q. C., and f. M. Gi&urn for the t endrtc

Piv'>1 Ct.]
SCOTT V. STUART,

[Oct. 19.

For *tlo-Patenti'd le.ndt advertsed and :olgI
~u uH tented.

Certain landis were solti for taxes, andi were
describeti by the Treasurer in the advertisement
andi in the tax deed as unpateated, although as
a matter of fact they were patenteti. It was
shown in evidence that the effect of such a des-
criptian was that landis would seli for a nierely
nominal price.

Held, affirming Bovu, C., that tht sale was
bati and the deed i tist be set amide.

j.C. élamdlion and Thai. Diton for the

Creasor, Q.C., for the defendants.

STKaItT, J.]
ALflRECMT V. 13JRK14OLDE!

roc'.. IC9.

Siander- Wôrds aftblicab/e eo dlass o.f two-_
Law OfS/ander A mendmn t A ,& 9 R4, hit
i0/ action.

Actio~n for slander under Law of Slander
Amendinent Act, 1889, for savîng that he (the
drfendant) had heard one l.irayley 'Ihat got
one af tht Albrecht girls (nieaning the plaintiff)
in trouble,"

Tht plaintiff %vas one *of four daughtcrs of
Ferdinand Alirecht, two ai whom were nitre
children ; anti though the evidenice. showed that
there were cirrumstances which might lcad per-
sons te think that the words relerred to the
plaintiff, yet. it alïo shnwed that the persan ta
whoiti they wcre artually spoken was not aware
of thtee circunistances, anti hait no reason,
therefore, ta understand theni as referring tu
the plaintiff.

11e'ld, however, that tither the plaintiff or lier
siitr, being tht only two of Albrecht's dauglh-
ters ta whom tht words coulti apply, was ta-
titieti ta niaintain the action , but it was acces-
sar>' for ber ta pi-ove that the words, wert un-
tme of her sîster, tht aher unetber.of tht class

f ''j LIvct. 23.
Di mV. CANADA PVRUANËNT L. & S. Co.

lus.- Pary Of dowcr-SO.;0nd ePwrt-g% e.

Certain lands were bubject tu a first mt>rtgag a,
a lien registereti by the Waterous Eng ine C o.
in respect ta ant engine supplied by theni, and a,
second mortgage reg istered subsequently to th e
lien ;andi the lands having been sold, a conteit
arase i this action in respect ta the surplus lei t
after satisfaction of the first Inartgage.

The Engine Comipany had salti the engins,
and now cleinied the balance of the price under
the lien,

iled, that tht>' werc entitîcti ta malte that
claim, but that having solti the engins without
notice tu the second mortgagce, the latter was
entitled ta inîpeach ilhat sale by shewing that a.
greater sumn could have been realized, if it haci
been piraperly solti after proper notice. B3ut

Held,that the se'.cnd imoetgagee was alone en-
titIeti ta the value of the interest cf the wifé af
the awner of the equit>' of redemption in the
land as inchoate doweress; itiamuch as she had
barred lier dower in his faveur, whertas she had
nt signed the agreement with the Wateroua
Co. In the absence of' arrangement the value
of this interest mu.. be ascertained andi retaineti
in court, ta be paid out ta the second mortgagee
if the righit of dower attaciied by the wife sur-
viving ber hushanti, and ta the Waterous Comn-
pany if it dii flot attach.

H. T,' Reck for tht plaîntifi
Hlty!es for the Waterous Company'.
ilacdoenell for the defendants.

Practice.

Court if Appeai,) [Nov. 12.
NIAGARtA GRAI'E CO. V. NPLUS.

Cornatiiaziti of don-Styn aciom-
Iaentityof ti~L ave apeAWL

An order ta canisalidate, stiictly su calied, is,
a matter of discretian, and is madie as a faveur
to andi for the benefit af the defendants, the
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