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Held, that the jury on the trial were justified in fanding that the eldtest
son of M. had the sole and exclusive possession of the ]and for twenty

!hIIIyears before î87o which had ripened into a titie. If flot the deed to his
sons iii 1870 gave them exclusive possession and if they had not a perfectHi? title then they had twenty years after inl i890.

Appeal dismissed with costs.
J Roscae, K.C.. for appellant. Borden, K.C., and Gourei, KC., for

respondent.

f N.S.1 PORTER V. PELTON. 1IJune 2.

C ontraci under seal- Undlisdlosedprinaitpa--Parnershzý- ppinmt
. 1>. sold minmng areas and was paid part of the price. 'l'le purchaser

signed an agreement under seal that hie would organize a compîany to workf .,.the areas and give P. stock for the balance at the market price. H.
i organized a company which received a deed of the land aîîdl iid some
f work, but finally ceased operations. Only a sniall part of the stLock was
t sold and nonie was given to 1'. who took action against the îîurcliaser, H.

claiming that the latter was a partnier of the purcliaser and tiîat the agree-
ment was signed on behiaif of both. '['lie purchaser did niot dt:Utid the

J action.
hc/ld, that nlo action could lie againist 1l. on the agrceenit tidrseal

not sigined by hini even if it was for his bene.fit and a seal ivas not iiccssaty.
'l'lie Court refused to interferc with the discretioti oe the 'ourt bl1ow

I in refusing an amiendrnent to the mtatenent of claîisi.
j Appeai disrnissed with costs.

Russe/t, K.C., and IVatie, .. ,for apîpellaint . î",,' K C'., l'or

respondents.

P~rovince of Ou1tario.

COLYRT 0F APPEAU.

From I-alýoiihridge, C. J. K. B. 1 Ili'2,1)1

v.IFo' l' oi(oN tS RAii.[W AY C..

VtIeet ra4ivaI's Xeg/iece -Cap ru nning baikads/> - pi UP

Tlhe plaintifi' was injured iîy a waggon in which hie was I)l>e:g dIriven

heing 5truck b> an clectric car of the defe,îdantî' which wa> rîîiliiilg bock'
wards in a southerly direction on the casterly track ;il a strect, %A luch track,
according to the usual custn of the defendants, should have b"n uwd

oni>' ly cari ruilnînlg In a iioittrly direcion. Tlhe motormati was at the~
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