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AssocIATION.

1-lendar anîd Parchaser -Re'qaisi/it);.-Certi-
,iLd ecapbit' of <~d-caii'cloues on
til/es -1.s PeWîens -Powe'r of aitoî';îcy-

Co;n~asa/io for eficienwy inil î so/d.

lipon a petition under the Vcndoi' and Pur-
<'hasers Act,

Ht'/d, i. Following Mchîtlosli v. Rotgers, 12.

P. R. 389, that the purchasers %vtre entitled to
certifled copies of' registered deeds or inero-
rials of deeds in the Chain of titie, which tht
s'endors Nvere tînable to produce. The statule
10 Anne, c. 18, (lots flot btar suèh analogy to
our registry- la%%s as to inake Coopser v. 1-,tey
i Phil. 390o, an auîhority, lu the contrary.

Hel, 2. That tht purchasers wvere entitled
tw havc reîwoved <roi the registry as clouds
upcîn the title: (a) A certain certificate of 11."
,Oeii(iin in an i'cîion upon a miortgage which
appeared b>' the registry to be discharged,
because it could flot bc ascertained frein the
regisîrn itself that tht action %vas in respect of
the discharged iiîortgage: (b) A second ctr-
tificate of li edi',in an action to set aside
as fraudulent a deed in the chain ce le under
%vhich the 'endors claimed, tht viîîdors not
hein. parties to it, because the î'endors, and,
if tht titt pased, the purchasers, mi6ý-t be
added as parties; (c) A pbwct- of attorniey te
sel) tht lands in question, although registered
after the nîortgage under which the s'endors
wei'C selling, becauee the vendors rnight be
affected with notice of thé- interest cîaimed b>'
tht donor of the power, such inîerest having

A a,' :rued, if at ail, before the s'endors obtaineý,;

or compensation for a smali part of the land
contracted for, to which the verdors wvere flot
able to make title.

Mayles, k~. he petitioners,. the purchasers.
W4' R. Mèredith, Q.C., for the vendors.

Arrnouv, C. J.]

1,'.' MAy v. Mç'A1E.

[Oct. 1'2.

* A wqd-~-W t o t ?'/side---Ctoidi4ct and
juritdiction of tirbitritor- Drali eluardi-
Adm*rssio z of t#rbilp-ator---eva;kung siib-
teiiss,'on-Dsc6 ýery of new eide'nce.

Actionî uponi a sub-contract for i'ailway con-
struction. Motion by' the defendants to set
.,Sidc the award of an arbitrator, miade tîpon a
reference fo imi without Provision for appepl,
upon fie grund that the arbitrator illegally
and in excess of his jurisdiction received evi-
dence of a verbal contract or understar.ding
betwecn the plaintiffs and defendants viirying
the wvritten coîntract, and awarded paymnt to
the plaintiffs foi' the tirnbe- supplied to ýthe
defendarits not b> board iasure, as rcquired
by tht wvritten contract, but upon a different
systeni of ineasuretnent; ani upon the ground
of the discovery of new evidenre, that of one
13., and the absence of a inaterial witncss, one
NI.; and upon grounds disclosed in the papers
filed, and especially in the rneniorantluni or
draft award shîîwing the grounds upon which
the award w"as arrived at.

1lk/. that the award being good on its face,
and the draft award not being delivered witl*h
or accoînpanying the aivard, the case did flot
corne within the exception stated in Hatigtkin.
son v. l'?rnie, 3 C. B. N. S. 189.

Admiissions mnade b>' tht arbitrator, upon
which his award %vis founded, iin conversation
wvith the defendants' solicitors, were not aiva'l-
able for the purpose of setting aside the
avrard (sec Pinn v. Blake, L. R. io, C. P.
388); nnr cotîld tht draft award or rnenio-
randuxi bc any more available for such pur-
pose than tie oral admissions of the arbi-
trO.toi>

Re D)on Valley Rzrlway Co., L. R. 6, Eq.
429, distiniguishied.

Ea.rt a,îd lest Inelia Pocksf Co. v, Kulrk, t
Hgldt, 3. Upon the evidence, that the pur. :eApp. Cas. 738, in which it was held that the

chasers were flot entitlui to a conveyance of ceurt had juriadiction la révolte the submis-
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