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froin velis iu Canada. After the passing of the Act, the

defendants3 continued to xnorket the oil as before, but de-

elined te, pay over to the pla.intîff the bonnty attributabl

to bis share whereby the price of oil was reduc.ed, and the

defendants obtained the benefit of so xnuch of the bounty

as was payable in respect of the plaintiff's share. The plain-

tiff asked for au account of the quantity of oil produced or

~raised frorn the land, and payment of the amount which

would be due and owing to him ou account of bis share.

The judgment in favour of the plaintiff proceeded upon

the. footiug of the demand thus set forth, a.nd being, as 1

bave aaid, for less than $1,MOO, I arn unable to, see how the

Supreme Court eau attract jurisdiction, unless Içave shail

at a later stage of the case be given, as the unatter iu con-

troversy on the present appeal îs less than $1 ,000. No titie

to real estate or interest therein îs iu dispute, nor is auy

question o! future rights involve<l in the decision. The ouly

question la whether the plaintif! is entitled to be paîd a share

of the. bouuty ou the oîl gained by the defendants: purely a

pecrnary demand, depending, it would appear, upon the

proper construction of the lease aud the Bounty Act.

I canuot, therefore, give leave to appeal direct to this

Court, pssing over the Divisional Court.

Motion dismissed. Costs in the cause.

CASMICGT, MASTER. JANuARY 28TH, 1909.
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