
MEMORANDUM.

plaintiff be allowed to redeem. Since the beginning of the action,
the defendants Ray and Curtis had obtained from Peltier a deed
of the land in question,. and were in a position to convey: DevEln
v. Radkey (1910), 22 O.L.JL 399. An amendment of the plead-
ings miay be made, if nccessary. Lt was made evident at the trial
that the parties to the action other than the defendant St. (Juge
bad throughout trcated the latter as having been released fromn
any interest in or liability arising out of the agreements for sale
mnade by him. If the plainiff, therefore, will, writhin two weeks,
pay to the defendants ail principal and interest unpaid on the
agreement (inclusive of the amount in Court) together with the
costs of the defendants, he will be entitled to receive from the
defendants Ray and Curtis a conveyance of the land which he
purchased; in default of payment, the action will be dismiîssed with
costs. J. H. Rodd, for the plaintiff. E. A. Cleary, for the de-
fendants.
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RESULTS OF RECENT JUDGMENTS 0F THEr SUPREME CO1URT 0F
CANADA IN ONTARIO CASE~S.

lst May, 1917.

BÀAR v. STONEY POINT CANNING Co.-Judgments were read
by FiTzPATRicK, C.J.C., DAVIES, IDINGTON, and ANGLIN, JJ.
The judgment of the Second Divisional Court of the Appellate
Divijsion, Stoney Point Canning Co. v. Barry (1916), 36 0.1.
522, 10 O.W.N. 130, was reversed; FiTzPATRicK, C.J.C., dissenting.

C-LERGuE v. PLummE-Judgments were read by FITZPATRICK,
C.J.C., IDINGToN and ANGLIN, JJ. The judgment of the Second
Divisional Court of the Appellate Division, Clergue v. Plummer
(1916), 38 O.L.R. 54, Il O.W.N. 85, was affirmed; FITZPATRICK,
C.J.C., and DAVIES, J., dissenting.

EIJPHRASIA, TowNsHip 0F, v. TowNsHip OF ST. VINCEN-
Judgments were read by DAVIES, IDINGTON, DuFF, and ANGLIN,
JJ. The judgment of the Second Dîvisional Court of the Appellate
Di vision, Township of Euphrasia v. Township of SI. Vincent (1,916),
36 O.L.R. 233, 10 O.W.N. 21, wau affirmed.

PALMER v. CITY 0E TORONTO-Judgments were read by
IDINOTON AND ANGLIN, JJ. The~ judgment of the Second Divisional
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