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amount, or amy stainps whatever, as required
by the statute in that bebaîf:

IIeld, on demnurrer, plea good.-Escoit v.

Escoit, 22 C. P. loà5

QUXETING TITLES ACT.

To compîcte the chain of the paper title to
to thse lanud in respect to which a certific:ste

of title was prayed production or proof of a

power of attorney from the patentee to one

Jolinston was required. Search had been

mnade for it without success. Its existence was

not sworn to positively by the petitioner and
the only evidence of it was an affidavit of one
Page, who did not swear that lie had ever seen

it, and did not state his means of knowledge
of its existence.

There were also some suspicions circum.
cnmstances with regard to a deed executed
apparently in pursuance of the power.

The only evidence as to possession was a

stateument in the petitioner's affidvit that one

Hicks, to whom. the petitioner agreed to seli

the land in 1866, svas still lu possession, sud that
possession laad alwaîys accoanpanied tise title.

No notice appeured to have heen given to

the person who was in possession.

No affidavit was put in as to adverse chaiimsý

served upon the îserson directud to receive
them.

Th.e evidence ns to possession anmd the exist.-

ence of the power of attorney was held insuiffi-

cient, and a certilicate of title was refused iuntil

fartîser evidence should be given to clear,
the suspicious circumatances ira the deed, sa1
to be executed in pursuance of the power of

attorney, and affordmg- posit ive proof of thse

existence of the power, or else slaewing tihe

exercise of acta of ownershilp, wlaicl wnuld

justify thae presumption that a can syanîceo sf

the legal estate liad beeu mîade lay thé-,

patentee.
Notice was directed to be giveus to the pear-

son in possession, and an affidavit as to adverse

dlaims ordered to bo furnished.-Re Street, 8

C. L. J. N. S. 197.

* RAIrLiOAD TICKET.

*1. A railroad ticket " good for one seat from,

Philadelphia to Pittsburgh" entitles the holder

to one continuous passage from Philadelphia

te Pittsburgh in the train into which lie enters

to be carried, and not by train after train and

by broken stage day affer day.
2. If the passenger chooses voluntarily to

leave the train bef<,re reaching lis distinction,
lie fc.rfeits aIl his rights under the contract.

3. One who buys a ticket is bound to inforru

hiniself of the mIles and a'egulations of thse com-

pany in running its trains.

IIa'ving left the train in which he st.arted,

the fact tsait lie subsequetnlly entered another

train and travelled over a portion of the route

withopt being reqflireti to pay faire by the

condnctor in,çharge of the train, wiII flot pre-

judice the coînpany or renew the contract.-

A4dam Diieticjh v. Pennsyivania A. R. R. C'o.,

8 C. L. J. 20,2.

RAILWAY PASSENGERs' LUGGAGE.
The plaintiff, a carpenter, had withi hlm, as

a passenger by defendants' rail way, a box con-

taiuing a concertina, a rjide, a revolver, twvo gold

cliain8, a locket, two gold rings, a ailver penlsl
case, a sewing machine, and a quantity of tools

of bis trade, such as chisels, planes, &c. The

box having been loat at the Toronto station
while in defendants' care:

Held, that the articles in italics were ordiai.

ary personal. lugg age, for which defendants

were responsible, but that the others were not:
Wilson, J., dissenting as to the concertina.

Jield, also, that the fact of the other articles

beingr in the box could not prevent the plaintiff
froin recovoring for such as wcre personal

luggge.-r~dyv. The Grand Truyik Railiva'

Coanpany of Canada, 31 U. C. R. 66,

ONTARIO RESPORTS.

COMMON PLE AS.

STEKWART v. TAOGART.

Sale of lond for to..r;-JI'Ile kot previously as3esscd -S ubse-
qaceat asscssinent of lad!, and apportionmerst of t0ae,
betu,'en both a lia5es-'olle< for not bounad to sear 'h for dis-
tress-2~ rie., ch 36-Irasrrslist: it coibtess aand
lime of faaraaiashig-Quantity sieS not be descriiaed--
Paety aasse-sed ?nay pure/a se.

Alot, praa ionsly rs.ssassed as to the whole, was, on claiaa
aiw<id to liair or i., assessed as to this haif, and the
taxles ofi ra'vious years apportioned between bota
hal as: ffeldl, thiat thoere aras nao oabjection to this.

Wha'rav landa i4 aszus.siatd nd taxes inaposed, an omission l'y
tiie colicutor to (lenmanda and levy the amount froaaa
preaperty m, tne îarrnises, canno~t, since 32 Vie., ch. 36,
:aa'oia ti) 8:a1e.

'The treasaarer's lisat, under seMs 110 and 131 of the abatv
act. is sufficiently furnished at any toue durang tue
moaath of February.

This list need not contain the amnount in arrear.
A designatiofi, in the list, thus "' N. W. or W. j 14," )ietd

sufficient.
lt as not; necessary at a sale of land for taxes to describe

particularly the portion of the land to be sold, anS
therefore a sale of " 89 acres' " f a particular lot was
held sufficient.

The party assessed may become the purchaser of the Un~d
sold or txes.(22 C. P. E. T. 284.)

Ejectmeflt for 89 acres, west-half lot 14, 9th
concession of Wawanosh. tte eeiat

plaintiff claimed under a tax its;dfna,
se tenant to one Owens.

At the trial, at Goderioli, before Gwynne,. J.,

plaintiff proyed a deed froMl the warden and
treasurer to him (dated lot D)ecember, 1870,) of
the land claimed, uetting ont a warrant, dated
Srd August, 1869, and a sale, 8Oth Noveniber,
1869, for $54.59, arreari of taies Up to 81st
Deoemfber, 1868. Thse warrant waa admitted, as


