
''T:E ONTARI V10 lEKIY NOTlES".

Olitarju solicitors for the plaintiffs, deposilig tu bis infor-matihon
anîd belief derîived froin letters and telegranis received f romi thie
plaintif&s Manitoba solieitors, was insufticient: Lagos v. 'Gruni-
M*aldt,. 11909] . .216, In re J. L. Young. 119001 2 Ch. 73
'1hisz afiidaîlýit rasfutified by an affidlavit of (ne Af the Manitob'a

so Imur.bt that, too, was deeminïiuffilu(it, as no rEasons
w(-ere given l'or t]e b)Vlief that nothing hadl beten paid ou thie judg-
muent and thiat t here was nu defenee tu the action. 'Motion dlis-
wtiseed with costs to the defendant iu te cause. J1. D. Flei
bridge, for the plaintiffs. M. Loekhiart Cordon, for thle defendant.

WImTrE v. REA nrrx J Jx 5

%vas the un er of the sutî~etquarter aud the defendaut of thle
nortlh-west quar-ter of a lot in tue township of Montagne. A well-
defîned rud led tu the coiieession road fruiui the plaintiff's land
auross tue defendaufIIis land, Tlh is was upenied long ago, aid had
been used anti trai\oued for niany veat-s. Jleeentlvý the defcindant
piaced. a gate aciross the nurth endl of titis road. TPhis action was

rugtfor its reumitoval, and to prevent any obstruction bv gate
ofncand for a doeclarAtion as to the plaiotîff's rigbts. Th

plainitiffl uontendedl that thiermad (orway '\Was ru(al liv a public hîihway.
T~UTX ., bebi . uipon theu u\ideui, tha;t the moad waý niot a
itgha,it that the plaintif' wa> cnititled to use it as a walv to

theeonessourond, ýwitbout obstrue(tioni hy. anY. gate. aind mnade
adeclýara;tion aütordingly, and ordered the removal of thie gate.

No costs. Il. A. Laveil, for the plaintiff. C. .J. Foy, for- thedo
fendat.(

AýNDEItSOX V. IIS-IDEL .. i.17.

Daie e~-('vean1Re~tr.itof 7rade.]-Appea1) *y vtil
plaintift fr-otî a report of a referee finding the defendant entitledl
to $19,500 daiage fo breachi of a covenant in restraint of tr-ade.
î>rev.iotu.s devisioiis arev repoxrtcd in il 0. W. R. 852 and 13 O. W.

1 k. 6;2,-. pIDI>El.L, J1., said that, as in I)ewov and O'Heir Vo. v.
I )wei', ltt(':12 tiot!ltill like mathoînatical, accuracv\ can be
attluel. oris it iiesirabille, rior are the dainages to ho meaSureid

in apt aiS sales." Appeal aIiowed witi costs and damnagei
reduced ta 50 J. E. Joncsti, for the plaintiff. 11. casK.C.,
for th,- defendant.


