
The c aunada ]1a70 , uri

that of the captain of the vesse], wbo stated
n hat tbe tug bad donie, and swore that, in bis
opinion, the vesse] could flot hav'e been got off
ihe rocks. The jury found, in answer to ques-
tions submritted t0 thenm, that the vesse] xvas a
total loss in the position they considered she was
in, and that a notice of abandonrnent would not
have beneflfed the underwvriter. A verdict xvas
given for the plaintift, xvich the court in banc
sustaincd.

I1(4/ per RITÇ fi [E, C.J., and S'î izoNy, J.,
that the jury having found the vesse] to be a
total loss, and that finding being one that
reas<)nal)le men mnigbc have arrived at on the
evidence, ir sbould flot be disturbed by an
appellate court.

P~er TASCHEREA U, GWV SNN 1, and P-A'I 'ER-
SON, JJ., tbat as the vesse] existed in specie for
some timie after she xvas stranded, and there
being no satisfactory evidence that she could
flot have been got off and repaired, there %x'as
no total loss.

Per RI'rCHIE, C.J., S'JRON(;, and J'ATT'ERSON,
JJ., that if the verdict for a total loss cou!d flot
stand there should be a new trial, the plaintiff
being entifled in this forni of actionto recov er
as for a partial loss.

Appea] allowed and new trial orr]ered.
C. A. Patiner for the appellant.
Barker, Q.C., for tlîe respondent.
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Prhiiio .tsrii4  iqui .ry ordercdf by
ci/y counicil e. S.(O. (1887), c. 18,-, s. /77-
Alinctions of coi/n/y coî11r/}iidoý-'.

The Council of tbe City ofT'oronto, under the
provisions of R.S.O. (1887), c. 184, s. 477,
passed a resolution directing a county court
judge to inquire into dealings betw~een the city
and persons wbo were or bac] been contractors
for civic \vorks %vitb a view of ascerîLainin?, in
svhat respect, if any, the systerni of the business
of the city-in tbat respect wvas defective, and if
the city bad been defrauded out of public monies
in connection w ith such contracts. G., who had
been a contractor with the city, and wvhose naine
%'as mentioned in tbe resolution, attended before
the judge, and clainied that the inquiry as to bis
rontracts sbould proceed on]v on specific cbarges
of malfeasance or rnisconduct, and the judge,
refusing to order sucb charges to be formulated,
hie applied for a wvri, of prohibition.

Iic/d, affirming the judgment of the court be-
]ow, (GWYNNE.-, J., dissenting, tbat the county
court judge ',as flot acting judicially in holding
this inquiry ;that be wvas in no senise a court
and had no power to pronounce judgnient im
posing any legal duty or obligation on any
person, and be n'as flot, therefore, subject to
control by %vrit of prohibition from a superior
Court.

I/dper GWYNNE, J., tbat tbe %vrit of prohi-
bition o ould lie and in tbe circunistances sben
il ougbt fo issue in tbis case.

Appeal dismrissed with costs.
McC ar/hy, Q. (., and . 1P. (,o/t, for appellant.

Aisvr/,f or respondent.
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HIGH COURT 0F JUSTICE.

Queten's Bec/ Divi)slin.

Full Court.] [Dec. 31.

REGINA 71. MILFORD.

Griniinel law- l'or/iee/in 9 Geo. i., e.

Tbe statute 9 Geo. Hl., c 5, is in force in tbis
province. By the stafute the mere undertaking
to tel] fortunes constitutes tbe offence ;and a
conviction was affirnied wbere if wvas obtained
upon the evidence of a person vbo was flot a
dupe or victîm, but a decoy.

J. R. Gar/wr«ý,h, Q.C., for tbe Crown.
Murdoch for the prisoner.

Fui] Court.]

REGI;NA '. l''~ EL.11

[I)ec. 31.

Criinina/ /îw- T/zrea/elinîg le//er -Accusa/jio,,
of aborion-" Nl /ess t/ian S eVIVn yleors£,"
Inleaning of.

A crime punishable by Ian' with imprisoient
for flot less than seven years ineans a crime tbe
minimrum punishn'ent for wbicb is seven years;
and as no minimum terni is pi escribed for the
crime of abortion, sending a letter tbreatening
to accuse a person of tbat crime is flot a felony
within the mneaning of R.S.C., c. f 73, S. 3.

J. R. Cortwri.ýn',, Q.C., for- the Crown.
G;eorzre Lindsey for the priscrner.
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