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thereon of $600. The jury found the btiild-
inga to be only worth $450.

IIeld, that the v.alue of the buildings waa
a fact material to be made known to the de-

fendants, and there being a mnisrepresenta-
tion of sucli fact, the insurance was avoided.

rnythe (Kingston), for the plaintiff.
J. K. Kerr, Q.C., for the defetidants.

RYAN v. YN

&lttte of limita tionls-Possessioit as case-

taker or agent--Sibsequteit entry of owner

- eMience.

The plain tiff's father, who lived in the
Township of Tecuiseth, owned a block of
200 acr.es of land, consisting respectively of

Lot 1 in the l3th and l4th concessions of the

'rOwnship of Wellesley. In 1848, the fatber

having offered plaintiff lis cboice of 100
acres of the block if he would live thereon

alad take care of the rest of the block, the

Plaintiff selected the south haîf of Lot 1 in
the I3tb concession, and lived thereon tak-
"'g came of thei rest of the block. In No-

'Vexuber, 1864, lie sold his 100 acres, and in

J)ecember following, having to give up pos-
sle8hion to the purchaser, rnioved on to the
liorth haîf of this Let 1, where he bas re-
SIded ever since. In January, 1877, the
father diýd, having by his will devised the.
lxorth half of this north liaîf to the defendant,

&Uo1ther son, and the south haif of the saine

"lorth hlf to the plaintiff. The defendant.

Clairning this south of the north liaîf iii'-

('or the devise to him, entered upon it,
Whereupon tbe plaintiff brouglit trespass,
clairining that lie had acquired the title

tllereto by possession. At the trial the
168efled judge found that plaintiff entered
'nto Possession and so continued merely as

1118 fatber's caretaker or agent, and lie en-

t'ered a verdict for the defendant. Be also

'rnarked, without finding thereon, on

ev9idence given of an entry on the land by
4 Ofindant as lis father's agent within the
1%8t seven years, whereby it was contended
that a new starting point for the statute had

boncreated.

(-') Mionj» to enter the verdict for the
Plaintiff.

Per- WI[lâON, C. J.-The evidence showed
tli&t Plaintiff was in possession, claiming ad-

versely to, and not as bis father's caretaker

or agent, and that the subsequent entry waa%

not proved.
Per GALT, J.-Thc evidence established

the subsequent entry ; and semble plaintiff's

possession ivas nierely as caretaker or agent.

The court being equally divided, the rule

dropped, and the verdict stood, but the

mile was directed to be discharged to enable

the case to be appealed*if allowed.
Ward Bowlby (Berlin) for the plaintiff.

McCarthy, Q. C., and King (Berlin) for

the defendant.

VACATION COURT.

MÂRCH 14.

STONE v. KNAPP.
Hitsband and tife-Action for deceit-Plea

of covertitre-SuffiCiflCl (f.

A declaration charged that the Mefndant,

the wife of Solomon Knapp, by falsely and

frauidulently representing, to the plaintiff

that she was authorized by ber husband to

order certain goods for the wedding outfit of

his daughter Charlotte, and to pledge his

credit therefor, induced the plaintiff to fur-

nish the goods and charge the same te

the husband ; that in fact she had

no such authority, and the husband being

sued therefor denied his liability; and after

verdict and judgmneut of the County Court

for the plaintiff, the judgment was finally

entered for the husband by the court of ap.

peal. The plaintiff claiined as damages the

value of his goods and bis costs.

Plea-That the Mefndant during ail that

time was and is wife of Solornon Knapp.

Held, on deinurrer, plea good.

Bethune, Q. C., for the plaiîîtiff.

H. J1. &ott for the defendant.
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(Reported for the LAW JOURNAI by F. LEFIioy, Barrwfer.

G.oYEÂU V. GsREAT WESTERN Il'y. o.

Practice - Appeal to Supreme Court-Time-3S
Viet. ch. il, secs. 25, 26, 28.

Where the 30 days allowed for appealing from

the Court of Appeal by 38 Viet. ch. 11, sec. 25,


