3g, 1899, Corres]bwzdence. 393

Pp. Cas,, 1352, that a verdict of a jury ought not to be dis.turbed_as _agal:tht
) PACe, or the weight of evidence, unless it is one which a jury, viewing the
Ole of the evidence reasonably, could not properly find.

¥ ,°RRENs T[TLEMABSENCE OF CAVEAT—POWER OF COMMISSIONER TO REFUSE REGISTRATION —(R.S.0:,
c. 116, gg. 10, 76-78. .

uning . Commissioners of Title, 15 App. Cas., 192, is a case \VthhSman
eferreq to as illustrating the practice under the Ont. Land Tl,t]es At (R.d'. . i
Co 16 . The case is an appeal from Western Australia, in wl.ucb th‘; Jur:’msr
Con Mittee, affirming the Colonial Court, decide that aCCordmg to t ealzldgl
thestruction of the Land Transfer Act, 1874, of that Colony, sections 19t bOund’
totc?mmissioners of Titles, who answer to our Master Of'TltleS, 1s no nd the
, nonegl~8ter a title merely by reason of the 1ssue of the prescribed notlcc(ies 2;iOn of
& “fi '"g of a caveat, but that such noncgs may ltead mecquene }l,lcreof o
of 3 Nce, anq the Commissioners have a discretion o onsednenee ttﬁe N ,in-
o TeconSideration of the application, to retuse to register, subject t;’] Ontzrio
‘Act the Supreme Court. We may, howe_VGr, remark that under the decision
ofthand Rules the power of the Master of Titles to refer a matter for tt € r where
hei € Court appears to be restricted to cases where .there s a contes ,I{OS 0.,c.
;168 requested to do so by some person Interested in the title. Se(’f N d.ict'i,on
to d’(',ss' 10, 76-78, Rules 15, 60. It is by no means clear that he has juris

s

Qown satisfaction.

mCorrespondence.

REPORT OF MACMILLAN v. GRAND TRUNK RAILWAY.
tor % THE Canapa Law JOURNAL :
oy ®~The letter which appears in the July number of THE C‘:NI:;AmI;Ath
tQSkR AL, signed by Mr. C. H. Masters, Assistant Reporter S'C'(i’ fathe judg-
ey, for Msirepresenting the facts of the above case and the result OL o imen,
Y 5, in an article published in the June number (?f the Cﬂf“f‘im’f’ ﬁd makes
‘lse‘o Asters identifies me as being ¢ evidently t};e Plal‘::‘ffSSOhCItor’ 2
s argument as a weapon for a persona attack. _ he
One ‘:fl eport of a case which has been finally decided, merely beca
€ solicitors engaged in it. ) ) tin
; ‘Yhelt © Not intend a{i iresent to gratify the Assistant -RepirtfgoEZitZ'trt arg
Ung °F his guess is correct or not, but as he seems to lmagine t ?cases I would
iy *FSome indefinite obligation to never Comment on their c.llent;' : Mr, Justioe
StreQ I$ attention to a recent case in the Supreme Court, W il .tin as
;o8 hayiy ferred to a letter written by you, Mr. Editor, while acting' a
- Wiy : g reterre O a letter ; f t fail to see that it
Segq" 1 2 proceeding then pending, Says: 1 at D lic administration of
"j‘llgt- &d the bounds of that fair criticiSm upon the PUbl,ic 2 1;1 which Mr.
e, Which every one is entitled to Write and publish”; and in




