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Full Court. ] Dixon 2. DAUPHINEE. | March 3.
Trespass—Line fence— New lrial to decide point left undetermined— Buyden
of proof.

Plaintiff and defendant were owners of adjoining lots of land, the title
to which was derived from the same original grantor.  Plaintiff’s lot was
described as being bounded on the north by the south line of defendant’s
lot. In an action claiming damages for trespass plaintiff complained that
defendant in erecting a new fence had placed it on 2 line different from the
line of a fence which existed previously, and which was admitted to have
been on the true line between the'two lots.

‘The question whether defendant had, as a matter of fact. J2parted
from the old line or not having been left undetermined,

Feld, that there must be a new trial.

Ler WEATHERBE, J. (dissenting). The burden was upon plaintiff to
prove the south line of defendant’s lot, and that as she had failed to do so
she could not recover.,

£. D, King, K.C., for appellant. /. 4. Chisholm, for respondent.
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SUPREME COURT.

Barker, J., in Equity. ] Pexry 7, Hanson, {April 16,
Ship—Aecount— Jurisdiction in Fyuity.
The Supreme Court in Fquity has concarrent jurisdiction witl: the

Exchequer Court in Admiralty in account hetween co-owners of a shiy.
A, O. Earle, K.C,, for plaintill, 4. J. Zruemar, K.C,, for defendants,
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SUPREME COURT.

Full Count.} {March 7.
Lamont r. CaNanian Paciric Ratnway Cosraxy,

Service of process— Place of serviee —Special provisions— General enactment,

Appeal from the judgment of McGuigrg, |, allowing the service of a
writ of sumimons on the defendants by serving the defendants’ station agent




