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amend his statement of claim as desired. The defendant
have 8 days thereafter to amend her statement of defencé
desired, and the costs of this motion as well as all costs IW,
occasioned by reason of this order will bc to, defe=yý
event. C. W. Plaxton, for the plaintiff. L. V. Mi
for the defendant.

NIAGARA NAVIGATION CO. v. TowN oF NLý,GAPA-«_Tnr-L

MAsTEP ix tiiAmBEFs-DEc. 21.

Change of Venue-Renewal of Motionj-After the dis',
of the motion to change the venue in this case on 10th Deýeýý
(ante 459), the defendants renewed it on the gronn(î
ponderanee of convenience. The previous application
missed because on the pleadings the Muter was of 0PiIIid*,ý
the action was not one eeming under -Con. Rule 529,
now said that the pleadings had not since been V9ri4l'
he must therefore abide by his judgment on the prev ' iow
from which no appeal had been taken, there being no -.D"
ance of eonvenience shewn. Motion dismissed with
plaintiffs in any event. R. H. Parmenter, fer the
T., L. Monahan, for the plaintiffs.

LEviTT WERsTER-KELLY, J.-DEC.

Sale of Land-Specifie Performance-Authoi
Alteration în Material Term-Authority must be

heand Unequivocal.] -Action by Sarah Levitt againSt *e
ant for specifie performance of an alleged agreement
the plaintiff of a property known as 111 West XiI29 Otre'
City of Hamilton. After a full review of the e'vldeee
eue, whIeh turned mainly en an agent'% authorfty
terms of the agreement in question, the learned Jil
the conclusion, (adopting the language of Iding
mour v. Simon, 37 S.C.R. 422), that he did not
."that clear, express, and unequivocal authGIýtY,' 91
defendant to her agent, whieh would enable bini
plaintiff entitled to the impecific performance
Action dimimed with cSts. A. M. lAwis4 and
for the plaintiff. T. Robson, K.O., and J M,ý
defendant.


