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tive serviee. It would reqire something very clear to cou vince
n that our Parfiament meant to pass so impotent a law as that
ggeted by counsèl for the appicants, by which a nman miiglit
oid conscription on payment of $10, or by which his only pun-
imrent for any kind of disobedience to orders or insubordination
active service waslimited to this nominal fine.

CORRECTION.

In ASN RisS LIMITED v. CHRisTNE, anite 186, at p.
7, the counsel for the plaintiff coinpany were J. G. Kerr and
A. Me\INevin.


