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dings mentioned, and proceedings taken in con-
with, are void and of no effect, in so far as the
: to deal with or affect the plaintiff’s said lands;
» defendant corporation be restrained from further
with the sale thereof or from executing a deed
the defendant Reaume; and let the defendants be
from putting a cloud on the plaintiff’s title to said
mﬁmmg the same thereon.

T is mtltled to the costs of the action against the
_ ; and the defendant Reaume is entitled
d all sums of money paid by him on account of the
o! tln plaintiff’s said lands, with interest and the
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by the plaintiff from the judgment of MmprEtoN, J.,
'li,‘ m 77, dismissing the action, upon an issue of
the mnd that the plaintiff was suing by virtue
jus assignment.

‘was heard by Favrconerie, C.J.K.B., BrirToN
1 n 0 t, fol" the plaintiﬂ.
ﬁor the defendant.

pae, O.J.:—I agree with the judgment appealed
grounds set forth therein.

st be dismissed with costs.

agree that the appeal of the present plain-
»d, but nothing in the present action, or its

nt the recovery by the assignors, Remo Gori

be reported in the Ontario Law Reports.



