
TIAMBER-TRIAL.

bY deClaring tlîît neitiier party shall
build a fence on the centre line north
and soutiî of Iot 180 further north than
a p)oint 11 ft. 2 in. north-wcsterly fr111
tho corner of the plaintiff's house; and

als %h ConSe,ýnt ' declaring that no plart
oftePlainitiff's house is on the defend-

anit', 1l11d, andl directîng that the plain-
tiff sha, wthin one month, re-erect and
iinilt:inl the fence that formerly extend-

cd <rom the uorth-west corner of lber
hos. in other respecta appeal dis-

mse. No Costa of appeal. Mutlwl-
land v.Barlowr (1914), 25 0. W. R.

6 0. W. N. 72.

X4auuiactiure and mûle of lumber
-RfsIto accept-Defecte-Evidence

-Tilme of delîiery-Dilmage- -Resale of
lube y %endors - Mfode of selling-

Reeec.Owen eoupid Lumber CJo. v.
ca ,Kent (',. limited (1913), 25

O.W. R, 8.q3: 5 O). w. N. 86l.

Mtissng Aot-Grtnts of saningý. land
-Re~ievatio o r n illbei'-Rig7ht Of
rotcto eut for slpeda(l purrp)ol-

Trs ,- Cruttitçi of pitic-Rigqht to
brinq action - T'ransqfrr Ill (Jroi, to

tr#*paser-Juetertii-osao-In -
vpndent contfractor-.Âcg of - Rati$,ca-
tiwi -E,'sentiila--Orown izycnt -- uthor-

t1* y of-Eldenceof-Ap1peaglCaoa*.,]for
daigsfor treapa)ts.a on their n illng

L11,114 for cifttinjç of plueif iiud tamiiraek
tilliber 'thereonl, 'l'le Ontario 'Mimmn
Act, . . (). (1897), c. 3G, as ampreud
hy 162 Virt. c. 10. m. 10, provides iu sq.

39, s-.-s 1, that 'th pl('[atents for al
('uulands Soid or grauted as imliing

lande ishahII coutjail a reqervlition of! ni]
pilan trees Ntanding or beinir on tIse landswAhich pinle trees; shall continue to bie tIse
propert; o! lIer Mlajesty, iiid any lier-
Flon holding, a liceuise to (,lt timber or
0ilow log% on suchld rnay lit aIl Urlnes,
diuringr tie couitinuanllce o! l'ise licenise,
enter upon11 the. lands auld cnit aud re-
mnove sncb treeos nid miceê l ai uecescsnry
roads(l for thait putrp)ose." Ity th(e other
provisions of tIs sec-tion thse paiteuntee(

usIAY ('ut aud uise, plue cer for
bulilding, fenlugl nild ful, slud remnove
sud dlisposeq of %vhaîi is reqiiired to rien r

tile lanTd for cniltilitlo nind foýr sny3 (,lt
for other putrpi>oes i, slhll puiy ('rown
duciis. Thoe trspoa o!ifenat DPk-

sn sud Mliller upon>r thev laiindio lin-l
tiff wap 4.10arlv proveil l'lt they (c11lahne
flint vubcqenl i th rown reou!rred(

upo thin t1wheIv till totu ftriber S)
tknfron plaintiff,' laiuns. -Ç'lute, J..

înejidgirnent for plittsfor $.5

and $1,O.53 respectively with Cosa, ilud-
ing that thse tituber upon thse mining
locations in question while flot sufficient
for snining needs was more valuable to
plaintiffs for this purpose than for thse
purpoges of railroad ties.--Ont. C. A.,
19 O. W. R. 38, reversed ahove judg-
ment and directedl judgmeut to bie entered
for defendants.-Sup. Ct. Cun., Idiugtou
and Dut!, JJ., dissles ting (463 S. C. R.
45) held, that a patentes of miuiug land
bas, notwitbstanding thse reservation of
plue trees in thse patent, snch possession
thereof or interest therein as wonld en-
able hlma to mainatain an action against
a trespasser cutting aud removiug thetu
from, thse laud.--Judgmeut of Court of
Appeal for Outario reversed and jndg-
ment of Cluts, J., restored. - Privy
Council, held, that the property lu the
Pine tituber remained lu thse Crown, aud
while pleintlfts as posseseors or bailees
for the Crown ruighit possibly have
brought au action for its value against
defeudauts prior to thse transfer o! thse
own.-r.,Iiip lu tIse surie from tIse Crown
to thse defendints, they could not do sa
therea!ter.-The Winkfield, [19021 p. 42;
<;irceicood Lamnber Co. v. Phillips,
119()41 A, C. 405, referred to.-That il
is e"ssentiel to coustitute an agency hy
ratification, theit the agent in doiug tIse
aet to be ratitled shall nul be acting for
hiruseif hut should intend t» bind a Prin-
cip)al actually namied or ascertuinable-
Kriilhfry lMaxee £f Co. v. Durant, 1901

A. C. 240a, nnd Iis.on v. Barker, 4 B.
sud Ad. 614, referred to. - Appeail al-

o wewtIs costsand actions dismissed.
FJasterni <Jotruiction CJo. v. National
Trust CJo. (1913), 25 O. W. R. 756.

Pupelisse of tiui lIts- Ao-
lion for puirchaqr-price - ,Iirepre.ienta-

t~oa-Eoecued ontract Abg~enre of
fratud.Brcarh of arit-vdne
Rca judicaea - Estoppel Findings of
triail Judge cotifirmied.1 - Action t<> re-
cover for pur-chase prÎce of! timber iran-
its: deeduscouuite-rrlimeiid for dam-

aiges. fo.r doveit or for breach o! wasrranty
ariugn on the -ouitract,-Býoyd. C,, gave
plaintiff ju<Igmeu-rt ou bia caim aud dis-

ilnissed defendauts' couinterclaltu "ltb
coats.-i. 1Ont, (211d App. Div.)

afmudabove jud(griueut holditalz that de-
feudtsýtt lied mit etbshdthe charge
o! franduiilent mrprsttto.Vaiqhant-
Rhgs1. 1. ('Iarrti et a? (1913). 25 O. W.
R. z8 5 O. Wý N. 9 29.

TRIAL.

Ad~isu.uby eouuael - Mortgage
<,ttboa, . Rtht to redeem-Se*tlem Cnt o!


