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dispenseti theretvith ; that ta avail himself of
the warranty the plintiff shoulti have giveiî
the written notice; and that the attendance
to make the alterationis was not, under the
eîreurnstances, a waiver of such notice; but,
ini any event, was a question for the jury.

Hardy, Q.C., for the plaintiff.
Robertson, Q.C., for the defendant.

* CORP'OATION OF ST. VINCENT V.
GREg',FIELD.

*By4law Io open road aloeac-eest sho;t-
boundaries -Statute !aboîur-Evtidence of per'.
fonn e <of.

A by-iaw to establish a road aiiowance m'zs't.
ou ils face, shio% the boulidaries tif the road,
or. refer to soine document vîherein they are
defined, and the intention of the frainers of
the by,.Iaw canuiot bc ascertaitied by the aid
of extî'iu$"ic evîdelîce.

The bv-.ia% iu this case to estabii a road
on the biud lime butweeu two etoiiceSsiouis iH
the defeniits township, wa.by r,,asoîî of
Such omission, tielti defertive.

IFeld, also, that un the evidetice set out iii
the case, the road iii quesýtioni had ziot becoine
a public highway bv renson of statute labour

* haviiug heen perforîîîed thereun.
Cr~'isti, Q.C., for the plainitiffs.
A4. Frost, for the deféiudamî.

COSTEIuO \% 1-UNTrai.

1/mOicin. and Z!ift:-BRrei:ciif ~om f"î.înidgi
-C'c rebo Patvry evideawe-Stalut' of 1im ita1ùens.

I n aul ac tion fo r breach t promiu se of ilai.
riage, the plaintift staited that thle ulefendani
proîîîised to tnarry hier i ttie tail of 1873, b1-
that %whtu that tinte arrived lie excusetd his
dciiiig si- Iheeatisei lie said lie had riot h iiilui
buil t, anid t i nt h e ci ai d n ut iiairev cunt i iv
had a suiî.ît>le luotîse. The plaititiff told luin
site was twîllîî<. tu live lui a siîamy, anti lue
then saiti lie wuuid ii:)t inarry utiti lie cquil
kýec1p laiutîfl, 'The tionu was boult ini tilt
sommerc of t8p;. No definite, promise w-
proveti afîer the fia11 of 1873, but the piaiîîtif
andi defoudant kept ul, friendly relationg util
18814, wheu the defendant muarried ânother


