
c~L'LI'r. SFMALL.

b. pleadinga mentioned, and proeeediiig- taken in con-
[on theewith, are void aud of no efi'ect, in so far as the

amme to deal withi or affect the plaintiff's said lands;
let the. def*rndant corporation be restrained fromn further
Peine with the sale thereof or from executing a deed
,f tu the. defendant Reaume(; and let the defendants be
jined fromi putting a c-loud on the plaîntîff's titie to said
@ or continuing the( saine thereon.
'h pIaintiff i. enititled to) the cosis of the action against the
2dant corpor-ation ; and the defendant Reaume is entitled
Srepaid all sums of rnoneY paid by hua on account of the

ham of tiie paintiff's sid lands, with interest and the
of hi. defence.

Co R~ur. DEEFmBER 15TJI, 1910.

0COLVILLE v. sMALL.

.prL-c bo byP Assiginee of Claim-Areement Io Divide
Fyvis-Iialiîty-f.& . 18711. 327, secs. 1, 2-lte-

galit-Pulblic oi -Pims of Actîin-Con. Jeules
2r5q 616.

ýpp)eaI ley the plaintiff f rom the judgxnent of MIDDLETON, J.,
GLR. 33, ainte 77, dismissingl the aofion, upon an issue of
itpou ti grounid that t1ie plainitifr was suing by virtue

éhampertous aiinet

'hael waS hevard by FAILCON'BRJIDGE, C.J.K.B., BRITTON
EjiLqFj, J.1.

V.M. l'lmot or the plainiff.
Li Counsell, for the dfnat

P~>irîamz, .J. -aree wijth the judgiuent appealed
"t on tii. grounds set forth therein11.
'h. plpe.tl muJJSt be4 dismissedV( wi-th css

;§TT,- J.' -1 agree that Ilhe appepl cof the present plain-
nut w diamnissed, but nothiig in the present action, or ità

t, ottoldt p>revient the reoeyby tho asýsignors, Remo Gori

'ica-will 1be re.ported in tihe Ontario Law Reports.


