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WATTS v. SALE.

Ch'otlrl otgy-euT~ne-rae fTu~Dxae

Ad'ion for 4amages 10or takirg poss(-icn ;j aldryv
iissin the city of Windsor linder a htd nrgg,

Iilch the pifisaileged Was a breach of trus-t.

W. R. Riddell, K.C., and J. W. Ilanna, Windsjor, for
aintiff s.

A. B. Aylesworth, K.C., and J. E. O'Connor. WindsI.or,
r de.fendant.

EAL-coNBRTI)GE, C.J.:- I finl1 ail thie Îssuecs of fact li
vour of 1eedat e nd that defendauat in niaking the
izure actfed in g0od faith withi the olbjeet of prfdn he
azst property apd himgelf as rutenogaeand hie is
titled to be recouped lis e nssand to lie paid proper
wipenFation fcr his care and 1 rouble.

I aeed omewhat hostil 'y iothe propo,îtion thant plain-
îs' danmges- should, in the ( vent of their scedgformi
e subjeot of a icierence. But it was quite manifest on thie
lieraI evileiice thiat plainiffs have suffered (if any 'dý(am-
Cs of theu least subistential. that ean be iignd

Action dimisscd. with costs. inolud(ing, ail costz over whiehi
have. Aliy disýp0orig pow2r. Ileferunce to dletermine amiount
defendW ,- ' compensation and di8buirsexnents.
Thîrty days' stay.

OCTOBER 14TM, 1902.
DIVISIONAL COURT.

MURPHY v. BItODIE.

Stay of Pod»8-o'oi<Umof Âetion#-Pairtie&

An appeal bY plapintif froin an order Cf BRITTON. J., i
jiambers. ante 429). var-ving an ordcr of one o! the local

[gsat Sandwich whlich dismis2ged an applicationl bY de-
cint to stayv procefd;ngF in this petion. or to) consolidate it

th the aetion of Stuart v. Brodie, in whiich the saine issites
re said to be involved.

F. A. Anghix, K.C., for plaintiff.

~F. lE. HFodgins. K.C., for defendant.

TIIE COURT (BoYD, C., STREET, J., MERE-DITH, J.)
rjed the order appealed aajp.t by diirecting tligt tÈiýý action


