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.).-If ihe rent rcservcd uipon, a bail *ernp>yéot'que is in arrear and
unpaid during thrce years, it is a cause for the resiliation of'
the lease. .ýamson vs. Woolsey, 1846, No. 667.

6.-If a donataire wilfuilly frustratos the objeots intended to be cffci-
ed by the donation, his misconduct is a cause of resiliation.
Lagacé vs. Courberon, 1817, No. 46.

7.-Ani action en restitution.and rescision may be maintained in the
case of an e.xc.hange of real cstates. Laperrière vs. Thibodeau,
1821, No. 996.

Sec. XIX.-RetiaC.

ACTIONS.

I.-The Retrait conventianel is not de droit. It is matter of conven-
tion or must be stipulated in the original contrazt of conces-
sion or othénvise no action en retrait can be znaintained.
Després vs. Fortin, 1811, No. 259.

2.-ient in arrear for iliree years on a bail emphiytéotique is a cause
of resiliation and retrait. Sansosi vs. Woolsey, 1816, No. 667.

Sec. XX.-Revendication.

1.-MWhere the Ring, daims possession in right of th. crown in an ar-
tion of revendication or information of intrusion, the defendant
mnust prove title on himiself specially and if he does flot judge-
ment wvill be entercid against hlm. Rex vs. Lelièvre, 1812,
No. 201.

2.-Revendication for property attnched and tortiously abstracteci can
be maintnined. âMerley vs. Cuviflier, 1812,, No. 2-20.

3.-Goods sold for cash and not paid for when taken awvay inay be
followed and recovered from the purelhaser in an action of
revendication if it be instituted in 8 days and the goods are in
identical state and condition ln w'hich they wvere taken away.
Ayltvin vs. McNalley, 1812, No. 340.

4--Lettres de rescision are Ùiot required to set aside a sale made by
a Tutor on bchaif of his -i'ard wvithout the authority of an as.
semblée deparens. Normandeau vs. Amblement, 1813, Ne.
590.

5.-la revendication if the defendant -is in possession as a lessee of
the property dcmanded lie must plead his ]ease by exception di-
latore. Clément -vs. Hamenc 1817, No. 77.

G.-An action of revendication can be maintained for the recovery of
titie decds. Perrault vs. Hausseman, 1917, No. 513.


