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SIJPREME COURT 0F ONTARIO.

SECOND APPELLATE DIVISION. MARCH 12TH, 1914.

RIE JONES AND) TUCKERSMITH.
6 O. W. N. 71.

TVa Highway.V-at Clostag Same--Dediatioi...No Acceptanceby Municipalit-,urveya &et, 1 Geco. V. o. 42, &. 44-RegiatryAot, 10 Edw. VIL. c. 60, a. 44, 8.-s. 6-Quaahing of By-laio.
MXDEOJ., 25 O. W. R. 680; 5 O. W. X. 750, held, thatwhere a highway had been dedjcated but neyer accepted by the muni-cipality the latter could n by by-law assume to close the sameand sell it.

,SVP. CT. ONT. (2nd App. Div.) set aside the order quashingthe by-law, and referred the matters in question upon the appealand m.ti.n to quash te the Judge assigned for the trial of the actionof Jone# v. Townhip of '1ucker8mith, and directed that the Judgeshould nlot be bouad by the decision of MIDDLItINN J., Upon themotion to quash. -Costa of -the motion to quash and of this appealto be in the discretion of the trial Judge.

Appeal by the Township of Tuckersmith, £romi an order0f HON. MR. JUSTICE MIDDLETroN, 25 0. W. R1. 680.

The appeal to the Suprenie Court of Ontario (SecondAppellato Division) was heard by lION. SIR WM. MULOCK,C.J ,EX., lION. MR. JUSTICE RIDDELL, HON. MR. JUSTIC
SUTHIERLAND, and HON. MR. JUSTICE LEITCII.

Ri. S. Rtobertson and Rl. S. Ilays, for the appeliants,
W. Proudfoot, K.C., for certain ratepayers, the re-spondents.

SUPREME COURT 0F ONTARIO.

-SECOND APELLATE DIVISION. NOVEMBER 25'rn, 1913.

BRIOWN v. TIIOMýPSON.
5 O. W. N. 351.

teurOf Lîmitations-Charge on Land-Powe,, of Attorlicy.Lache8
-Forty Feare' Delay,.

LENOX .. ,24 0. WV. R. 007; '5 0. W. N. 10, dismissed auaction broiîght 111>00 a power of attorney alleged to formu a chargeOn eertain landa iii favour of plaintiff's assignor, where no attemptlisd been miade to enferre the alleged charge for 'over 40 years.RUP. <TýT. ÔNT. (2nd App, Div.) afflrmed above judgment.

Appeal hy the plaintiff froni a judgrnent of HON. MR.
JUSTICE. TENNox, 24 O W. R. 967.


