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Held, that the plaintiff having 
brought hi* action in this Court, 
thereby submitting to its juris­
diction, the Court would decree 
specific performance.
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ant was bound by recognizance 
conditioned to pay them.

Freeman v. Read (1860), 9 C. 
B.N.S. 301, specially referred to.

Held, also, that in view of s. 
880 (e) (f) of the Criminal Code, 
65-56 Viet., ch. 29 (D,), the for­
mal order might have been drawn 
up at any future sittings of the 
Court of General Sessions and 
the costs included therein 
pro tunc if necessary, the power 
to determine the amount of such 
costs not being, as it is in Eng­
land, confined to the justices at 
the same General Sessions at 
which the appeal is heard.

Where proceedings are taken 
by the chief of police of a town 
and in his name for an offence 
against a by-law of the town, 
his name and not that ofvthe 
town should appear throughout 
the proceedings as the informant:

Re BotkweU and Burnside,

433.

statute of likitatiohs.

See Limitation of Actions.
nunc
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STATUTES.

35Viot. oh. 80, ss. 11, 18,(0.).......67»
See Company, 4.

42 Viol. oh. 78, s. 7, (O.).......
See Company, 4.

43 Viol. oh. 28, (D.)..................
See Constitutional Law, 1.

48 Viol. ch. 13, s. 8, (0.).... .
See Replevin; 1.

R.S.0.1877, oh. 167..................
See Bsnivolnnt Societies, 1. 

R.S.O. 1887 oh. 25 
Bee Cbown, 1, 2.

51 Viol. oh. 29, as. 178, 183,187 ....867 
See Railways, 1.

51 Viet. oh. 29, s.a. 227,290,(D. ) - ..667 
See Railways, 2.

61 Viol. oh. do, s. 246, (D.) ..._„...668 
See Railway Company, 1.

65 Viol. oh. 42, s. 496, as 10.........124
See Municipal Corporations, 8.

66 Viol. oh. 96, (O.).. ____
Sm Assessment and Taxis, i.'

86-66 Vlofc oh. 29, s. 880, (e) (f).
See Sessions, 2

66 Viol. oh. 27, a 1, (D.) ____ _
See Railways, 1.
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SOLICITOR.
Assignment of Mortgage — 

Fraud of Solicitor.]—See Mort­
gage, 2.

rtificate of the 
aount of such 
|uent order of 
neral Sessions 
es warrant to

SPECIFIC PERFORMANCE.
Land out of Ontario — 

Jurisdiction.]—The plaintiff, a 
V resident of Buffalo, United 

States, agreed in writing with 
the defendant, to exchange cer- 

C 7 tain land situate in Bumlo for 
land of the defendant situate in 
Ontario; and brdught this action 
for specific performance of the 
contract:—

of the same
ind must be

:
order had ia- 

e might have 
igh the appell- '

R.S.O. oh. 24.....
6m Retenue, 1.

R.S.0. oh, 9».....
See Ciown, 2
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