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NOTES OP C&unr&îqN CASES,

NO'àASi OP CAXADIAX CASES.-

r'U5LI5HED IN ADVANOE DY ORDER OF THE
LAW SOCIETY.

SUPREME COURT OF CANADA.

-Ontario.]

LANGTRV v. DUMOULÎN.

Rectory endawmnets-Rectory lands-ag & 3o
Vicl. c, r6-Construct ion.

HelM, affirming the judgmoent cf FneGusoN, J
(7 Ont. R. 499), and the judgxnent of the Chan.
cery Division cf tht High Coudt cf justice for
Ontario (7 Ont. App. R. 644), that tht lands lu
question in this case were ccvored by tht
termer cf the Act 29, 3o Viot. ch. x6, entitled
"lAn Act te provido for the sale cf rectcry
Iands in this Province,"

HeMd, further, affirniing tht judgment cf the
Court cf Appeal fer Ontario (xi Ont, App. R.
544), that the said lande were helà hy tht
reotor of St. James i» the city of Tcronta, as
a corporation sole for hie own use, aud net
ini trust fôr tht vestry aud churchwardens, or
parishioners cf the rectory, or parish cf St,
james, and such vestry and churchwardeus
liad therefcre no c bous standi in cunia, with re-
spect to said lande.

Howland sud Arnoldi, fer appellants.
H. Cameuras, Q.C., for Diocese cf Toronto.
Maoennas, Q.C., Mass, Q.C., for city rectors.
Hachis, Q.C., for towuship rectors.
Appeal dismissed with comte.

outarlo.)
RINLOCH V. SORIENER.

Vendor and purohaser-Open and noton oses sale-
Actal andC costintscd change of Possesso-R.
S. O. cap. rig9, sec. 5--Hirng of former owner
as cber/c,

S. havlng purchasod from ont M. a trader,
hie stock lu trade, merchaudimo sud offecte,
took dolivery cf the keys cf tht promises in
which M. had carried ou business aud entered
iute peesession, aud immediately advertîsed
the business in hic cwn naine lu the newepaper

cf the place. The day after ho se took peseta-
sien ho dismiseed the clork, who had remained
aftor the change, and hired M. in hie place, aud
M. continued for smie time ta sal gooda iu the
store as ho had doue before the sale, but lu
the capacity cf clerk te S.

Heud, that nctwithstanding the hirlng cf M.
by the purchaser, thore was "lau actual and
ccutinued change cf possessien" Ili the geods
lu the store, which eatisfred the roquirements'
cf R. S. O. cap. ilg, sec. g. Set la Ont. App.
R. 367.

Ontario Bank. v. vVikox, 43g U- C. R. 460,
distinguished.

MfcCartky, Q.Cý. sud Douigail, Q.C., for the
appellants.

W. Cassels, Q.C., and Holmatt, for the re-
spondents.

Quebec.j
MCGREEVY' v. Tan QUEUN.

Petitian Of right-46 Vict, ch. 27, (P. Q.)-Ap-
peal ta Supremne Court of canada.

Held, that tht provisions cf tht Suprome
aud Exchtquer Court Acts relating te appeass
ftomn the Province cf Quebec apply te cases
arising under the Petiticu cf Right Act cf tht
Province cf Quebec, 46 Viot. ch. 27.

Maihiat, Q.C., for motion.
Irvine, Q.C., contra.
Motion te quash dismissed with caste.

Ontario.1
THoUSON v. y NT

Cantract for sale cf lumber-A cceptance af Part-
Right' ta reject remnainder as not beîng accord-
ing ta contract.

T. contracted for the purchase from D. cf
200,000 feet cf lui-ber cf a certain size aud
quality, which D. agreed te furuieh. .No place
wae named for tht delivery cf the lumber,
aud it wae shipped fromn the maille whore it wae
sawed te T. at Hamilton. T. accepted a num-
ber cf car loada at Hamilton, but rejoctod
others because a portion cf the lumber in each
cf them was net, as he alleged, cf the aise and
quality contracted fer.

Held, sfflrming the judgmeut cf the Court e:
Appoal fer Ontario (12 Ont. App. R. 569), that
T. had no right te rejoot the tomnber, hie ouly
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