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is 'lot Tsadîî.d 'le ev ideas e does not satisfv nie that
wiloi lilr'tf gIot as I)uncan Island is, or was, întended to be

tue ý saieasw at the defendallis got as the ('layxon Wood
Ild.'i'e decscription ini gfrnt to plaintitt's predecessor is

"DI)uCan Msanid, coni;itain 211 acres, more or less, sit-
uate in ogtrlakeý oppv.itu lo \ o. 20 ani 21 ini the 7tIî
conces~sion of thie said to\vnship of Býurtoni."

The desc;ý-riptionl in tlie patent to defeîîdants, is ." Clavton
Wood Island, containincr 7 and 1 acres, nmore or less, sit-
uiate in Bolger Lake, iii th e said township of Burtoni, a-s shewîi
on a plan of survey . . . a eopy of w1iieh plan is at-
tached to and forin part of the said letters patent." It is
not clear to nie that any person can possýibly from tbis plan
sav, Nvith aniv degree of certainty, that the islaîîds s0 ditYer-
ently desceribed are realir oîilv one island. ''l i e plaintifis
attack the ownerslîip of what was unquesitîinalv conveycd
to thern as ('lavton Wood Island-ani tlie proof niust bc
mnade by plaintif! that tihis '.ezy island bouglit and paid for
by defendants lîad already, by anoflier nitane, been bouglit
and pai<l for by Duncan. TI'Ie plaintif! lias failed ii bis

proof.

Second. 'i'le question of identitv was raised by theo plain-
tiff iii opposition to thie application of the deednsto
the Minister of Lands, Forests, and Mines, for a patlent for
this. îslaîîd. An investigatîi wvas liadl-eiiquiirv wa's mnade-
the resuit of whiclî was that the Oppos,,itioni of plaintif! waziý
Ilot effectiv'e, and the patenît isstîed to defeîidants. 'Flie Min-
ister issiied his certifleate. Thle paitiff liad catisei a eau-
lion to he filed against the issue to the defendants of a cer-
tificate of title.

After the disposition of the inatter 1) he Minisier of
Lands, Foetand M ines, the plaintiif wýitlîdrew ibis eau-
tion andi tue certificuite of i itie >iwue 1(o the defendaxîts.
Tl'le qutioni(i of ident itv soeins to tue as adween the parties;
to> thiis acii re8 jiidicala. As 1 said tîte act of tlîe ('rowîî
ma> ad( isedlv donc. TI'Ie plaintiff liad full opportnîîiuv if
the fae-ts would warranit it of pre\ cnt ilg the patent îsinnlg

lio the dfendants.

Fraud in applying for the l)nr(lase of landi slîould not
1e ilnl 1îltitelie ;Ill parties inter-esteil %voie e iad-aud wlîen

t mee is a (lesoîapparent lv on th lie its
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