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DIARY FOR FEBRUARY.

\V.xlllefty..XiWe. Cok Suuday. 55

6.NIondty . I tilary Terni begmns. NV. Il. Draper, andi C.,1.
of C. Il., 185& (2. B. andi C. Il. Divm. 1 I.CJ. sit.
Ctitint) Ct. Non-jury sittings in York htegin.

7. Tuem~~lay .... C,'tivocatînn mllct'.
9.Tsa.. Union of Upper and Li wer canadrt, 1841.

Io. Friday ... Convocationmrnets. Canala cedled îot.t. Hrit.,1763.
i i. Saturdny. .. .J. lkolerton appinted tui Chrtncery Div., 1887.
12 un. Q m4rsma SAo' Sîday
14, Txîe.lay.. _'Çorunto University burned, 3890.
16. '1111riay. . ' .Chancery, Div. [.J it.
17- Friday .... Convocation meets.
18. Saturcny. . . fliua 7 terni antdi.CJ sitîings end.
Io. Stinday. . Qtaitrage.iea. rit lemiday tse I.,'ut.
21. Tuesday. .upremne coulrt of carmin sits.
26. ýStIldR) .... 20 <;titlndy ii 01
27- Mfincliy ... Sir John Colirne, Aintîrator, 1838.

Reports.
O)NTiARIO9.

COURT' OF AI>ïEAL.

BI3ACK1.IEY 7,. KENNEV (No. 2).

.,Ior1g,ýg-r 4.t(! .Iltoe-4agee-.Surely -AExtendingte -Iih r.-
AA>ice of srtVI~

'I*Ie facts of thik cý ar. ftily .tated in th report of the çaise beb w, and !il the reports of previous
appents tu îhiticourt In z6 X.I 276 &ld 16 A.R. 5rJ. The court allowed the appeal with coi- upoit the

ground (110! takQn in the court below> that RF thete *11' no evideure whatever of the plaiîîîlR's kuowiedge
of the covennt under wIîich the tillegted ..urety.,h!p arose, and w% he haî3 no reuson tu thinit that tixe
relatioýn of pritiip4l aud surety exi,'u, hie dentlius with the ,Jehtor did mot worx a rclage, aistiminst
thttt that relatiolship did exli.

Thtis was an appeal by the plaintiff froni the judgrnent of RoBERiTsoN, j.,
reported in i19 O.R. 369, and camie on to be hcard before titis court (HAGARTV,

CJ.O,, B~URTON, OSLER, and ÏMACUNNAIM, JJ.A.) on May 29th, 1890. The
judgments have not been printed in the report of the case (see 18 A.R. 135),
but it is thought desirahie, for reasons stated in s.nother Place (anIe P. 93),
to, publish the judgments of Osîim and MAcUMNAN, J.A

The case was argued in the Court of Appeal by
.4yIeiwortx, Q.C., and W Macdona/df for the appeliant.
4. C Galt for the respnhdent.

Os.~,J.A. :Appeal hy the plaintiff.8 from the judnient of ROBERtTSON,
J., allowing the defendants' appeai froin the relport of a refèee. The action
was a mortgage action claiming delivery of posae-sion, andi, in default of
redemption, a sale of thet niortgaged premises, wîîlx the usual accotints, etc.,
etc. The mortgage was madie by detendant J. .11. Kenney to the plaintif as

i'..........


