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defendant and one Chew. This agreement Nvas flot iii fact
ited to th(, north haif of the lot, lbut covered the tïitmber amd
ýs upon a portion of the south haif Ivixig north and wetof a
erted highway or "given road." the defendant :i(nxi by
sale to Chiei, notwithstanding his deed to thet plaintiff. Thle
is was upoin the defendamt to shew why lit, sliould flot be Ibound
his deed. The defendant endeavoured to shwthat het andl
plaintiff both understood that by the north hiaif of the lot a

mit thé, part north of the "given road," but the, iearned .Judge
sof opinion thàt no case was made for reformnation. The(

eudant in the deed eovenamted for quiet pfreu~ fr. m
iucunibrances "save as aforesaid," and ruleased ail hiis d1aimsý
mi the land. After a 'careful exainration of the evidenve, the
rmcd Judge found that there had been a breaeh of the defendant'S
'enàant, delared that the plaintiff waizs ctitled to damnages,
,ýcted a reference to the Local Master at Barrie to ascertain

ainounit, and (hireeted that judgment should be entered for
plaint iff for the amount -found by the Master wîth cost s of
aiction and reference. Frank Denton, K.C., and F. W.

,aton, for the plaintiff. W. A. Boys, K.C., and D. C. Murchison,
the defendant.

CLARKsoN Y. O'BRIEN-LFNox, J.-APRIL 28.

A ppeal-Pndnjs of R*free--Etidence.1]-Appe ai by th defen,
,S from the report of J. A. McAndrew, an Officiaileere

>a referenice to him for trial of the action. The appav as
Lrd ini the Weekly Court, Toronto. LENNOX, J., i a wvritten
gment, qaid that the appeai involved a very consirable sum
n<>ney, and the disposai of it was amattet of serîous coisq~ne
had given it earnest consideration, with the resuit thiat hie

Md not sythat the conclusions of the learned Refere, -werv
)ng The appeai, should, therefore, be diszmissed wvith c-osts.
N. Tiliey, K.C., and Harcourt Ferguson, for thedenats

S. Robertson and G. H Sedgewick, for the plaintiff.

&RSO v. DA&VIEs (Two AcTiONS)-ORDE, J., IN CHAMBER--
APRIL 30.

Stay of Proeedings--Motion Io S4ay &rond of twoAdo-
Nwal Io Siny-Direedion as Io 1,o-ratc.-Mt y
Sdefendants Dunn and Crawford to sevt aside the wvrit of sumii-
ps and ;tateýmenit of claim in the second action and to ,ty


