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When one speaks of the possessmn being notorious, that means
it nmst be so public as that, in the natural order of things,
ledge of it would be brought home to the owner of the land
ﬂ)e owner could take such steps as might be necessary to
ent the occupancy by another ripening into a title by limita-
This is unnecessary here, if the defendant’s mother knew
the defendant was doing, and 1 think she did know it; and,
lore, 1 give effect to the evidence, and think the defendant
am Lammiman has acquired a title by possession.

‘l'here is not a suspicion of fraud in this matter. Nancy Hillis
to have been an honest woman. The transaction as was
snded between her and the defendant William Lammiman ought
It thu distance of time, to be disturbed.

The action must be dismissed, and with costs.
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arriage of Goods—Claim for Detention—Failure to
Xotice—Conditwn of Contract—Construction—D>Misprint
“Or”—" Are.”

Appeal by the plaintiff from the judgment of TerrzEL, J., 20
R. 285, dismissing the action without costs.

appeal was h«rd by Favcoxsrmee, C.J.K.B., BrirroN
Ripery, JJ.

‘H. D. Smith, for the plaintiff.

. E. Foster, for the defendants.

Favconsrinae, C.J. i—Through an obvious mistake, the word
‘appears, instead of “are,” in the last line of clause 12 of the
ps and conditions which are printed on the back of the shipping
In this form it received the approval of the Board of Rail-
Upmmiuionem for Canada, and the mistake has been per-
ed in the forms used by these defendants.
: Thphintiﬂnow asks us to declare the whole clause to be
ible and meaningless, to adjudge that the Board has done
innm,andinfacttomectthochmdtomm
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