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such an assignment, even though tbe assignment bad r.ot heen registered
in accordance with the provisions of the Indian Act, is sufficient to prevent
a subsequera assignee from obtaining priority. Judgment of FERGUSON,
J., 6 O.LR. 3io, affirmed.

Armour, K. C., for appellant. Tueker, for respondent.

Macahon, J.] [JuIy 7.
GRWI-rAN v. OTTAwk SxPA RATE ScHooL TRusTES.

Sca rate schools - Christian B-olher., - Bouse for teachers - Contract
e;.-!ending beyond a year.

The Ottawa Separate School Truste-s entered into an agreement to
secure the servicts of Christian Brothers as teachers in a proposed separate
school for boys, the agreement, among other things, providing for the
trection by the trustees of a bouse or residernce with the chapel, etc., for
the Brothers, and the advance of $xoo for each of the Brothers for furni-
ture, this furniture to becorne the property of the Brothers at the rate of
one-fifth each year; the contract to be in force for teii years unless pre-
viously put an end ta by notice in a prescribed way:

Jkeld, that the agreement was invalid because (i) Christian Brothers,
as such, are flot qualified to teach in separate schools in Ontario; (2) school
trustees have no autbority t- expend money in erecting a bouse for teachers;
or, (3) to enter into a contract with a teacher extending beyond a year.

G. F. Hlenderso',, for plaintiff. Be/court, K.C., for defendinis.

DivisiGjnal Court.] B3RADLEY V. WILSON. [JulY 7.
Division Cou rt- Appeal- Notice of selling doze'n.

The giving of the notice of setting down fo.- argument and of the
appeal and of the grounds thereof, required hy s. iq8 of the Division
Courts Act, is a condition precedent to the right t appeal to a Divisional
Court from a judgrnent in tht. Division Court, and wbere this notice has
flot been given the Divisional Court bas no jurisdicicin to deal with the
appea).

W H. Blake, K. C., for appellant. Miekie, for respondent.

Divisional Court.", LEIL V. CULP. [July 8.
Sale of goods -A scertain ment of qua>tity- Cuiinlg.

The plaintiff sold to th-e defendant all the apples of first and second
quality on the trees, in the plaint;ff's orchard, at a rate per barrel, tbe
plaintiff tu pick the apples and place tbem in piles, the defendant to supply
barrels and pack the apples, and the plaintiff to -ake the apples, wbeiî in
harrels, to tbe railway station. There was no agreement as to the time
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