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FÀLCO*NBRIDGE, C.J. :-l put the saine interpretation on the
statute as did my brother Middleton, in the judgment appealed
frorn.

The appeal wilI, therefore, be disnîissed with costa.

BRITTox, J., reached the same conclusion, for reasons. stated
ini vriting.

RIDDEuM, J., dissented, for réasons stated in writing. Ile
was of opinion that the by-law of the county, establishing a
continuation selhool in the township, was, bad, being eontrary to
9 Edw. VIL. eh. 90, sec. 9; and, the hy-law of the eounty being
bad. it followed that the by-law of the township was also, Învalid,
and should bo quashed.

ýSWEÀRNOEN V. IIXNDMAN-SUTIIERL.AND, 5.FE.

Venidor and Purchaser-Con tract for Sale of Land-Specifie,
Perfofermantce--Possessiont-Sia tu te of Limita lis-R e(sert jouai)n
and E.rceptions.-Damages-Costs.]-Acton for lpe ifi er.
forinance of an agreement miade by the defeudants the Katit-
inistiquia Power Comnpany with the plaintiff for the, sale of land
tn the plaintiff, reserving minerais, etc., and for oeiof uthe
lands, damnages for interference with possession, mnesnce profit%,
etc. The defendant Ilyndinan claimed the lands by virtue tif
the statuite of Limitations. The issue thux rised is found
kiginst the defendant Ilyndinan. Judgruent f'or the plaintifr
for po(ssession of tho lands in question, subjëet ta the paynuent
ibf the balanve (lue under the agreement of sale botween tii.
plaiintiff and the defendant eompany, and subjeet to) the righta of
the defenidant Ilyndinan under the reservationsi and exueptiona
il, his original deed. The plaintiff to have $10 lainages and
vo4s of' action aigainst the defendant, Ilyndinain. The plaintiff
tt) psy the cos of the defendant coorpany, fixeýd at $,-0. F. Il.
Kegefer, K.C., for the plaintiff. A. E. Coloý and J. Reeve, for the,
defendant llyndman. W. MeBrady, for the defendant eoml-


