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NOTES Op CASES.

From Proudfoot, V. C.] [March 27.
ATrOltNEY-GBNERAL v. O'RzILLY.

Rscheat-Jutrisdictio)t.

Hetd, affirxning the judgxnent of Proud-
foot, V. O., that the iaw of escheats appiies
to land in this Province ; that the esoheat
beioDgs to this Province, and not to the Do-
minion ; that no inquisition of office is ne-
cessary, and that the Court of Chancery is
entitied to entertain a Suit by the Attorney-
General to enforce the escheat.

W. Maerdougall for the appellants.
J. D. .Edgar and Cartwvright for the re-

spondents.
Appeal (lisrn&ssed.

From C. C. StDrinoat, &o.] [March 27.
REz BARRETT.

Insolvelnt Act, l875--Power of A4ssigitee to
avoid chattel mortgage.

Held, BURTON, J. A., dissenting, afirming
the judgment of the County Court, that an
assignea in insoivency represents the credi-
tors for the purpose of avoiding, a chattel
mortgage for non complianae with the Chat-
tel Mortgage Act.

Bet hunte, Q. C., for the appellants.

[May, 18W0.

[C. of A.

From C. C. Grey.] [March 27.
AoAR v. STOKELS.

Landiord and Teiiant-Jesser of term.
The defendant leased to the plaintiff a

miii and ten acres of adjoining land for five
years, at the rent of $500 for the first year,
and $550 for each of the four succeeding
years, payable haif yearly, in advance.
The lease contained the usual clauses, and
concluded with the following clause:-" And
shouid the miii be rendered incapable by
any fire or tempest, then the portion of
the rent for the unexpired portion of the
term paid for in advance, to be refunded
by Stokes to Agar." To an action brought
by the plaintiff to recover the portion of
the term paid in advance, the miii having
been destroyed by fire, the defendant plead-
ed by way of set off, money payable for
rent due for the haif year succeeding that
in which the miii was destroyed.

Held, BuRTON, J. A., dissenting, revers-
ing the decision of the Ceunty Court, that
the effect of the accident which rendered
the miii incapable put an end to the term.

A ppeal allowed.

From Blake, V. C.] tMarch 29.
SILVERTHORN v. HUNTERL.

V-4. Liability of paid valitator for deftciency.
Appel dimîssd. Beld, dismissing the appeal, that no caue

was made to induce the Court to depart
iFrom C. C. Waterloo.] [Mardi 27. from, its weii understood rule, not to re-

MoORE v. KAv. iverse the finding of the Judge of first in-
stance.

L&rdlord and Tenant-,Actiwon <» refusai to fleld, aiso, that a paid valuator is not
admit-Statute of fi-a"d. lable for gross negligence in making a va-

The plaintiff brought an action against the luation 'niess it was false, to lis knowiedge,
defendant for damages for refusai to admit 1or frauduiently made.
him into possession of land, which the î1Fergitsoî, Q. C., for the appeilant.
pl..intiff al.ged the defendant had verbaiiy Boyd, Q. C., for the respondent.
agreed to give him a lease of the preinises Aeppeal dismi&nsd.
for sixteen months.- -

Held, affirming the judgment of the
County Court, that the evidence faiied to CMO AWCLMES
show an actuai ietting, but that even if

1¶iuch had been proved, the plaintiff muet Arinour, J.] ZAUZV ,N. [March
fail-under the fourth section of the StatuteZRTEVMÂ .
of Fraude, ais like ac*on wau brought i re- Division (ourt. -Ser-vice.-Prohibitioi.
spect of an agreement for interest in land. In a Division Court suit, defendant was

Appeai dismiued. served one day too late for the ensuting sit-
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