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Y.T., over 2,ooo miles frons the mining recorder's office. Tfhe bill of sale
Was nat recorded Until May 22, 19o3.

HeId, thai as the tirne for recording mining dlaims, fixed by s. Tg of
the Mining A.ct is dependent upon the distance of the dlaim (flot of the
locator) frons the recorder's office, therefore by s. 49 o1 the Act the bill of
sale was of no effect as against the irîtervening execution.

J. A. ffacdonald and A. C. Ga/i, for claîmant. C. R. Hamiton, for
defendair-t.

Full Court]. LASHER V. TRETH19WAY. (April 26.
Practice-,Pa;-Iis-Action to set aside fa-r sa/e deed and for di rjes

againsf the riunicipa/ify,
Plaintiff sued to set aside a tax sale deed obtained by the defendant

Tretheway, issued in pursuance of a tax sale held by the defendant muni-
cipality. The sale was impeached on the grounids, amongst others, that
there were no taxes due, that there was no proper assessment roll or collec-
tor's roll, and that the provisions of the M unicipal Clauses Act respecting
tax sales had flot been observed. The relief sought was a declaratior, that
the dced and the sale were both void, ani accounit from the municipality of
taxes unr)aid and damnages.

Héid, afflrming an order Of IRVING, J., who disrnjssed an application
to have the municipality struck out as being wrongly joinied, that 0-t- muni-
cipalhty was properly joined as 2 party defendant.

ffcPhillips, K.C., for appellant. McC'au/, K.C., for respond,;nt.

Duif, J.] RUSSELL V. BLACK. LMaV 26.
Cosis on Cou ruy Court scale-JIurisdic.ion o! judge fa order.

Judgment for $227.00. Counsel for defendant asked that costs be
allowed on the County Court scale as the action could have been brought
.n th1. County Court. By Supremne Court Act, 1903-4, S. 1o0, the costs Of
trial follow the event.

Held, that there was no jurisdiction to order costs on the County Court
scale.

. R. Russel, for plaintiff. F. Higgins, for defendant.

UNITED) STATES DECISIONS.
RESTRAINT 0 FT'RADE -A coinbi nation to fix prices in restrant oftrade

is held, in State ex rel. Croi v. .4rmour Packing, Co. (Mo.) 61 L.R.A. 464,
to be properly shewn by acts on the part of several cornpeting dealers iii
thc sanie line of trade, such as s2lling at a fixed prîce, frorn which rebutes
are given iii goods or weights, giving notice of coining advanccs in price,
whicl always follow as announced, securing concessionîs froin competitors
of the riglit to sell shop-worni goods, gathering evidence of sales under
price, and abandoning such conduct as soon as legal proceedings are
instituted to punish them.


