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Reports and Notes of Cuases.

MEREDITH, C. J.] [Jan. 6
DONNELLY 7. AMES.
r: jectmmfh[:‘7/1'(z’e';zc"e~rAPo.rse.m’nnfSais*in——27,&' 28 Vict. ¢. 29, sec. 1.

GVid:n an ac.tion for tt?e recovery of land, proof .of P()ssession i.s pr%ma faCief
Seisinn'ce of title; and, in the absence of proof of title in anothc?r, is eV{dence o
if it in fee ; but the pl:\.intiffmust recover on the strength of his own title ; and
cla; ¢ proved t.hat the title is in another, cven tl?mfgh the.del'er}dan't does not
Im under or in privity with such other, the plamnffs’ action will fail.

there\tvh‘:re, in Suc‘:l an action,.the plaintiffs claimed to have acquired a title
COmmo Y possession, but which possession was 1.nerely that of a squatter,
POSSe:r}ng n 1851, on land then patented and in a state of nature, Sl.lCh

sion being without the knowledge of the patentec or those claiming
under him,

Held, under 27 & 28 Vict., c. 29, sec. 1, that in order to create a good title
tger;SSessio.n, forty years possession at le.ast was necessary ; and the ;fct?on
throy O;e fa"led as against the defendant in possession, though not claiming

gh or in privity with the patentee.

Tegis':;l;edp]aint.iﬁs claimed under the. will of their fath-er, wh.ich hac.l never been
conve ed ; while the defendants claimed undfzr a chain of tltle'derwed through
yances by the successive occupants, which were duly registered.

Quzre as to the effect of the Registry Act in such cases.

I/‘Vau"”", Q.C., and /. B. Walkem, for the plaintiffs.

Shepley, Q.C., and Mudie, for the defendants.

RomrerTson, J. [Jan. 6.
RE ONTARIO ForGE & Bour Co.
Auditor—Right to rank as clerk, elc. — W ‘inding up Act.
with.An auditor employed in auditing books of a company does not come
e 'n the designation of *clerks and other persons having been in the employ-
them of'lhe company in or about its business or trade,” so as to entitle him to
to bSpeClal privilege given by sec. 56 of the Winding up Act, R.S.C., c. 129,
e collocated in the dividend sheet for arrears of salary, or Wages, etc.

Akers, for the application.
John Greer, contra.

Bov, C] [Jan. 22.
p LONGBOTTOM w. CITY OF TORONTO.
lead; T . N
a‘;{”‘.’*Nolne under §7 Vict., c. 50, sec. 13 (0. )— Wantor insufficiency of—
“nQutry by judge—Delendants prejudiced.
no bThe want or insufficiency of the notice under 57 Vict, ¢. 50, S€¢- 13(0.). is
ar to an action if the judge is of opinion there was reasonable excuse, or

tha
t the defendant was not prejudiced.

Held, that it is proper practice for the defendant to set up want of notice



