
fact that defendant's titie by possession neyer matured s0 asto di,;Ipiace the paper titie of plaintiffs.E. B. Stone, Peterborough, for appellant.1D. W. Dumie, K.O., for 'plaintiffs.1T1HF COURT (STREET, J., BRITTON, J.) held that, upon aperusal of the evidonce and exhibits, there seemed no reasOflfor disturb1ing the resuit arrived at by- the trial JudgO, thewhl quetio being one of fact, the onus being on defendanit, andilhe having, in the opinion of the trial Judge and ofthe Court, failed to satisfy the onus. The plaintifs werepurhasrsfor value with a registered titie and without noticeof the paper titie of defendant, which was not registered ti1after this action was brought. Plaiutifl's' paper titie Miust,therefore, prevail alîo. Appeal dismissed with costs.

FEBRUARY 16Tu, 1903.
flivisioNAL COURT.ONTARIO ELE CTRIO LIGHT AND POWER C0. v.BAXTER ANI) GALLOWAY C0.ConIp-actS-ýaî,o1 ()f Eletri CuV7G%<-Deac of Building OnlI>remie, if) w/hidêI currevt to be Suip1ied-Iposibiity 

Of Pe*r-toalio for '> Ra~esand Will&ag-nem o hý1o'M-D«m«gÉe8a for Brea0 1t.Appeal by defendants froin judgxnent of County Courtof Wenttwo0il in favour or plIaintifs, ini action tried withOuta j1ury, Th., cliti l aim, was upon a written agreenmentfor the 4upply o! ain ,electrice urreti to the extent of fiftYhors~powr,"to recover tliree instalments (less $85-39 Paidoulge accode ydeedat udrt ro1in trie agemeto he de by defendants undger a prthü electrie current . .. $1,250 per, annuni 
-i

eqiual 11on1thly paLyuientg" for tive yearQ. The defence wasthat the agreement aeCordingr to its truc constcruction, W8,8fo th s p y of e e ri urrent for a p artîcular specifle dlnl, ' sud thlat thle miii having been destroyed by fire on the25th Ap)ril, 1901, without defau:t and bel ore any breach ofthe gre men~ o th pat Of defenidants, performance Oftiie agreeen had hecome impossqibleOXcused. Teand the parties werecre The agreement of plaintiffs7for the supply of thecoren Nvtsthat they wouid, ccupon the conditions and forthe purpio5es and withiu the li'niits" stated in the agreemeltilupl)PY it for aud to defendants "in tiie preinises" of defend-alite. The second paragrpil was: "It is understood and
.ag ecd th t t e aid el ctrc urrent so to be supplied shall


