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CornPany to be really substantially liable, and

flot to allow thein to hold out their names as

the promoters, and at the sarne time to incur nlo

Obligation.

tV H. P. C/eénent for W.

i/ M. Clark for the liquidator.

eERGU SON, M. [Sept. 4.

SECORD 71. TRIMMER.

Ac1ta IYsinj1/fy the Procedure for LEn/orCi/

Meclianics' L/ens-Scoibe of A ct-Procedure.

IIeld, that notwithstandîng the apparetlY

UrIllmited provisions of section i of the Act Of

hast session, entitled an Act to Simiplify the Pro-

Cedure for Enforcing Mechanics' Liens, a perusal

'Of the whole Act leads fiairly to the concuasiofl

thlat the intention of the hegisiature in passiflg it

Wa'ýs to simplify procedure in the High Court

O0fl1Y for enforcing mechanics' liens, leaviflg the

suni7mary and simple procedure for that purpose

before fully provided for in County Courts and

D)ivjsion Courts unaffected by the passing Of
the Act.

Cox for appellant.
Aylesworth, Q.C., contra.

130YD, C.] [Oct. Io.

RE TowNsHips 0F HARWICH AND RALEIGH-

nVater and watercourses-Ar5/tratOfl and

award-Munc;6al cor,5ort/ons--~ArNitratbOn

linder s. 590 of R. S. O., c. r84t- Constitution Of
board q/f arbitrators-" Interested," in s. 3-y9,
';neaniný of.

A question arose under s. 59o of thie MuliCi-
Pal Act, R.S.O., c. 184, between the townships
'o li. ànd R., whether H. caused waters to flow
On R., to the detriment of R., which ought to be

erained froni R. at the expense of H. The

tOWlnship of T. also discharged waters over the

Other side of R., opposite H.

Ubeld, that T. was not " interested " withifl the
MTeaning of S. 389 of the Act ; and therefore

that a board of three arbitrators appointed,

PtIrsuant to that section, one by each of the three

rlUnicipalities, was flot properly constituted to

cetermnine the question ; and their award was
set aside.

M. Wilson, Q.C., for Harwvich.

eV R. Meredith, Q.C., and Win. Dougls
Q.>for Raleigh.

BOVD, C.] [Sept 30.

ELLIOTT v. ELLIOTT.

Landiord and tenant -Co-venant ta ely5Cfld

'l'anure upon the preinises-Mlanuren m;ade

after eapiry of termn-Mesfle profits-G/ani in

former action-E stobbel.

A rnarried woman, Iessee, covenanted to use

upori the deînised premises ail the straw and

dung which should be made thereupon,

Hela, that the lessor was entitled to recover

for manure removed from the premises which

was there at the expiry of the term, but flot for

manure made thereafter, while the lessee was

overholding.
Ilendia//v. Pollock, 6 M. & W., 529, followed.

In a former action of ejectment broughit by

the plaintiff against the defendants, mesne

profits were claimed, but no evidence was given

in regard to them,
IIe/d, that the plaintiff was flot estopped from

recovering in this action occupation rent for the

premnises since the expiry of the terni.

J. B. Clarke, Q.C., and J. B. Jackson, for the

plaintiff.

Mi/d/eton for defendants.

[Sept. 30.BOYD, C.]
WOOD V. STRINGER.

Mechan/cs' //en-Ascerd/ninent of aiziaunt due

ta cotatrl'rle-egsee owlner ziot

liable on contract- 14'or/c, and labor-Accept-

ance of bad work-Gongré:aIîon occiibying

clzurch-Reduiction of Prce for bad work-

Aleasuére of-E.ttrais- f rtc:order for.

In an action to enforce a mechanics' lien

brought by material men against the contractor-

and the registered owner, the contest was as to

whether anything was due to the contractor, and

the registered owner was not hiable on the con-

tract.
Held, that the amount due to the contractor

could not be ascertained without the persons

hiable on the contract being brought before the

Court. The work in question was the building

of a church. The hast of the work done was the

pews, and as they were being put in, objection

was made by the architect to their material and

workman sh ip.

Held, that the occupying of the church wittà

the pews objected to in it was flot an acceptance

of the work.

xov. 15, 18)lj


