
ýiOLICTORS-T1tESPASS'l'O LANDS.

Traction enagins Contract o! sale--
Ilarra# ties - Verbal representations not
binding on vendors Complaint to bc
made in five dea- Non-ful/Ulment of
icarranties-Necglect to complain-Bind-
ing force of con tract -Ncglect ta, read
saine no exrcuse -Action for purchase
Prier.] -Falconbridge, C.J.K.13., held,
that where a contraci for the sale of a
traction engine provided that any com-
plaint was to bc made to the vendors
wi thin five days front the operation
thereof, failing whieh the warrinties in
the contract were to be considered as
fulfilled, and the engine did flot fulfil the
warranties but no coniplaint was made,
that the purchaser was estopped froni
complnint'by his contract. George White
& Song Co. v. Hobba (1913), 25 0. W.
R. 597; 5 0. W. N. 659.

Wheat stored lu alevter - Losa
bu fire -Draft with delivery note at-
tached unpoid-Specific gooda not 8epar-
ated-Storage charges paid bu purchaser
-Delivery at his convenience -Insur-
ance--Property held not to pa8.-Mid-
dieton, J., hel.d, 'that where certain wheat
was sold to defendants but remalned un-
separated in an elevator In Meaford
awaiting defendants' delivery orders-, they
paying storage charges, and a draft wlth
delivery note attached had been sent to
defendants but remained unpald for their
convenience, that plaintiffs must bear the
lJose by reason of the destruction of such
wheat in îts elevator.-Grahaim v. Laird,
20 O. L. R. 11, followed. -Ingti8 v.
Richardson, 29 O. R. 292, distinguished.
Richardson v. Georgian Bau Milling andi
Power Co.* (1913), 25 0. W. R. 441 ; 5
0. W. N. 539.

SOLIC[TORS.

Action for bill of oo.te-Seviea
performed for wdfe of de! endant-Guar-
antee not proven-Liabiiity of huaband-
Diamiegal of aetin..1 Middleton, J.,
dismissed an action brought by a soli-
citor upon a bill of costs as rendered,
holding that the services 'were perforTned
for the wîfe of the defendant und no
guarantee by the defendant baid been
Troven. Rocek v. Lang (1913), 25 0. W.
R. M43;- 5 0. W. N. 900.

Application for aocounutlg-Re-
tention 0! clients' monepa in satisfaction
of co8te-Naon-deliverli of bisI of rosis-
Lapse of îlfteen vears - Alleged negli-
gence - &tatute ao'f Limita tions--Vexa-
tious appliration.1 -Middleton, J.. dis-
missed an application of a client for an
acconntlng of moneys recelved hy soli-

citors over fifteen years hefore, and for
delivery of a bill of costs where it ap-
peared that the applicant had been treat-
ed with gcnerosity and the application
was patently vexations. Re Solicit ors
(1913), 25 0. W. R. 619; 5 0. W. N.
671.

STREET RAILWAY.

Breach of contract-ýotice-- For-
friture o! franchise right"-ursdiction
of Dominion Raili-ay Board-.-Juriadic-
lion of Supreme Court of Ontari o-Do-
minion Raittweu Aet R. S. C. 1906, o.
37, a. 26a-R. Ný A. Act, s. .92 (13)
(14) ; s. 101 - APPeal. - Meredith,
C.J.C.P., held, in an action brought by
the city of Brantford, that certain street
railmway companies operating therein had
forfeited their franchises by reason of
birPacbes o! their agreement with the city
ami failure ho remedy the saine after due
1Lotie.-.Sup. Ct. Ont. (2nd App. Div.)
held, that the jtiriadictio>n cont'erred upon
the D)om. Rw. Board hy R. $. C. (1906i
c. 37, s. 2a (ai) to înterpret agremients
<hid not oust the jurisdiction of the civil
Courts. - Appeal disnised wlth cests.
Itrantford v. Grand Valley lwt Co.
(1913), 25 0. W. R, 545; 5 0. W. N.
583.

TRE8PASS TO ]LANDS.

Railway-Injury ta lande F>u blaatÎng
-Trespasa - Personal laso and încon-

rensence-Quantiim -Agreement as ta
damaea - Adiasqions of coutnsel--Ten-

ant.-oats-Coutu Curt-No 8et-o ff.1
-Falconhridge. C.J.K.B., awarded > the

plaintiffs $400 anid $250 respectivelY In
actions bronghit againmt a railwny coin-
pany for trespnss and înjury to lands
and buildings hy reason ot blastlng eper-
ations as well ns persenal losq and in-
ronveaiencé qufferpd by reasen ot surit
hlnstîng.--Cýoonty Court eostc;-no set-ofi
Thomas H. and Palri-k Laýrc v. Camp-
bellford Lake Ontario and We'(Atrra Rir.
(In. (191:3), 25) 0. W. R. 58677: 5 O. W.

Triiiing cdaimt - Coin tercla;m
J~ec -Riqlt of ?rayt - L.njuntion-

1>aaqc.1 aionhidg. ..TK.1.,25
0). NV. IL 572: 5 0. W. N. 6754, disîniesed
'i-ainfiff's action for trespnss te lands and
zavé jiidg-mpnt ini faveur ef défendant ou
his rniuntereiaim fer ai în it'noion and
daxuagés. tSiip. Ci. Ont. (0nd App. Pîv.>
varied thp judgniont hpiew hv eýtriking
ont paragzrapheý 2, 2, ani 4 thereef, and


