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placKd in sucli a position as to invite ita oceupaney by the re-
soident.

The appellant was practiealhy lessee of the whole pavillon
sbjeet to the right of the pub1ie to enter ami nse il.

The duty of the occupier of premiîses to whieh the ' publi(-have a right to resort is considered in Norman v. Great WVesterii
K.W. Ca., [1915] 1 K.B. 584.

The circumstances liere brought the case within the rude laid(
down in that mae, nainely, that reasonable rare Inust hv fitaken to
see that the prernises are reasonably safe for persoits tisim-g themii
in flic ordinary and eustornarv manner, and 'vît h esîah

The appeal should he (lismissed wîth eosts.

MtEREDITH, (XJ.O.. and GARROW aîid M.xuîAîu;N, JI..A.. eon-
curred.

MA~ J.A., agreed iii the resuit.
Appeat dismissed.

NovEmnap. 9TFI, 1915,

*LUTTRELL v. KUIITZ.

Divisioný Cour-J urisdict ùrn-Title to Laitd-cý îi<f) 1jtcv
S&ii(ý-dIpoçit -Tille 1h fective owing Io Brýacitý of Restrictive
BuiUling Cotvenuint-Divsion Courts Adf, R...1914 ch.
63. sec, 6 l(a)-lppati-Kvdence imt Crfides127,
128 (2).

Aýppeal b)'y the defendant f rom the imdint of the First
Division Court in the County of York ini an action for tihefttumn of a deposit of $100 nmade upon a eontrae-t for' the sale
and p>urcýh;as of land.

The appeal was heard by MEcREDITH, C.Ji.. <ARROW, MAC-
1,RFN MAwriv, and HoDOiNs, JJ.A.*

fi, T. Walsih, for the appellant.
ci. Keogh, for the plaintiff, respondent.

HcN>xUiNs, J.A., delivering the judgment of the Court, re-
fer.d to sec. 61l of the Division Courts Act, R.S.O. 1914 eh. 63,
whieh provides that "the Court shaJI fot have jurisdietion ln


