
y. Kîiouil, 1 Bell App. (Seotch) 662, Corneil v. Guildford,
1 Denjo _Ný Y. MO0, Pocock v. Toronto, 27 0. Rý. 639, Tyne-
mouith V. 1Eby\ [1899]; A. C1. '29)3. The maximi respondea«t
euperior on which Mcl(Gorley v. St. John, 6 S. C. R. 531, pro-
cýeeds, does not apply*\, ,for the constable and Justice were
acting, as Dominion officiais in the enforcemlent or criminal
1 aw%. nApbpeal disilisd wihcosts.

.Nhbee & Makins, Strattfordl, solicitors for panis

MePhersoni & Davidson, S,-ýtratford, solicitors fur defend-

BoYD.FE13PUAPY 13T11, 1902.

DIVISIONAL COURT.

FORD v. H1ODGSOX.
I <mdoi eane l'ilrche8a-k«le of kt(iliiitl -en4r' Lien-

Not D blioe hij 4ttiflg Or sutle - If Timber o at f

Sunruers v. Cook, 28 Cr. 179, approvedl.
Appeal by efnatf rom judgmient of FALCONBRIDGE,

CJin aictioni for inijuniction aind a declaration that plain-
tiff lias a lieni foi, unpaid purchase mnoney upon certain cord-
Wood piled on lot one ini the first concessin of the township
of Glaiorgani, iu the comnty of ilaliburton). Ou Septeinber
29th, 1899, one GT. St. George owned sait] lot, and one IR.
Scott owuned another lot, and thecir agent malle aut agree.
meut with oe W. Edgar, to seli the thuiber and treea on both
lots to him for $400, payable $100 cash, te be pald to Scott,
a proinissory note to hlim for $100,, and the remaining $2 0 0

niotesz. Ail th~e notes reinain un-
noved miore than $400 worth of
1 on lot one about 250 cords ol
leges hie hias purchased, and was
!action was brouglit. By inden '-

1, 1901, made by G. St. 'George
it was recitedl that by the. former

1 to grant hixn aIl the tiniber, etc.,
-ant was by inadvertence omitted,
1. The ChÏief Justice affirmed the
ge at Lindsay, who granted the


