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An appea1 by the defendant from a judgment o:f z~oxi
MR. JUSTICE LENN-ox, 23 0. W. R1. 834.

Tho appeal to the Supreme Court ofý Ontario (First Ap-
pellate Division) was heard by IION. SIR WM. MEREDITH,

C.J.O., Ho.MR. JUSTICE MACLAREN, HON. MR. JUSTICE

MAGEE and HION,. MR. JUSTICE HODGINS.

Gordon Waldron, for the dlefendant.

A. F. Lobb, K.C., for the plaintiff.

THEIR LORDSHIPS (V. V.), afflrxued the finding of fact
ini the Court below, but reduced the ,amount of the judg-
ment to 'be recovered by the plaintif for his commission
from, $6,675, to $5,675. No conts of appeal allowed.

SUPREME COURT OF ONTARIO.

SECOND APPELLATE DIVISION. FEBRUARY 7THI 1913.

]3URROWS v. CAMPBELL.

4 O. W. N. -147.

ARgseuament and Taui'es-Gax Sale-Iction to Set Aside-GroRs Jrre-
gularities-I,!laltiff CotntinuiU in Possess8ion as Tenant of Pur-
eh oser -EtoppJ--C('. 173 A88esstnent Act-Stay o! Exeoestioli.

Action t> set aàe a tax sale4 and tax deed. There hal been
gross irreguîarities ia cunnpetion with the saine, but plaintiff had
lied ample notice, and since the sale hatd continued ln occupation
of the lands sold, paying rent to defendant and bis predevesqçr in
titie, who lied purchaqoed the lands nt the said1 sale.

FALCONý,BRIDGr, JKB, (23 0, W. R. 271) lield, that notwith-
standing the irregilerities. plaintiff roulid not dlispute Iiii Iendlord's
title, andq thjat the actimn wee an iinconscion able one.

Action disniised with costs. thirty des tay.
Quoere, as to whether Donowin v. Hlogan, iti A. R. 342, lu still

aL binding ntithmrit -y. having r-e -rd to the wording of present sec.
173 or tbe(, Asssn1vnt Act, 4 Edw. VIT. ch. 23.

SUP. CT. ONT. (2rN. D. Div.) affirined above judgment.

An appeal by the plaintiff fromna judgmient of HO.Sn-

GLENUOLME FALCONBItIDGE, C.J.K.B., 23 O. W. R. 271.

~The appeal to the Supreme Court el Ontario, Second
Apelat ivision; was beard by HoN. SIR WM. MULOCK,


