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From Robertsonl, J.]' McLAUC.HLIN V. MAYHEW. [June 29.

Veikr and parchaser- Oral con tract for sale and parchase of land-
SPecifie per-force-Statute offroud-Pari Performance-Possess-
ion-NVote or memorandum-Delivery of deed in escrouw.
Specific performance of an oral contract for the sale and purchase of

land was adjudged at the suit of the vendee, who had gone into possession
of the land on the faith ai the cofltract and openly and continuously for
some tirne remained in visible possession by his tenants, ta the knowledge
ai the vendars and withaut objection on their part. It was considered
that, under the circumnstances, possession should be assumned ta have been
taken wirh the assent of the s'endors, and the possession was af such a
character as ta exclude the operation ai the Statute of Frauds.

Quaere, whether a conveyance. ai land defectively executed and
dclivered in escrow and retained in the vendor's own possessian, ta be
banded ta the vendee on payment ai the purchase maney, can be regarded
as a note or memorandum in writing of a previaus paroi cantract hetween
the parties for a sale ai the land on the terms inentioned in the dced.

Judgment of RoBsRTsoi, J., affirmed.
Lynch-Staunton, K.C., for appellant. IV. H1. Blake, K.C. for re-

spondent.

HIGH- COURT 0F JUSTICE.

Boyd, C., Ferguson, J., MacMahon, J.] [lune ii.
IN RE DENISOn.

Rex v. CASE.

IfMandam us-Police magistrale-SÇentence- Ontario Liçuor Act, 1Q2-

Voigon - Personation - Information- Deputy re1urning o/Jùcer-
Prosecuitor -Applicant for manda mis- S/a/us.
At the voting upon the Ontario Liquor Act, 1902, the defendant

presented himnself at a polling place and asked for a ballot in the namne af
another persan, whereupon, before the defendant had left the palling place
one Stewart laid an informiation before the der uty-returning officer charging
the dcfendant with personation, and on this ir formation the deputy issued
his warrant, under which the defendant was ai rested and brought hefore
a police magistrate. The deputy then laid an information against the
defendant for personation. and defendant was :ried by the magistrate,
convicted and sentenced.

Hebi, affirming the decision ai BRITTON, J., iii the Weelcly Court, that
having regard ta the provisions ai R.S.O. 1897, c. ia, (mnade applicable by
S.S. (5) ai s 91i ai the Ontario Liquor Act, 1902), the information which
gave the mnagistrate jurisdiction was that laid by Stewart; and the dcputy.


