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~proye this fact is given hy the opponents thrown down a cutting,or embal)kinent,in- to some sheep in the defendant's fielU,of te by-law. it is just as much their duty to the toll road and was injured. The boys called it off, but a sec~ond tiiuentto pass the by-Iawv as if its insufficiency It wa hedta there was no evidence it returned ta the pursuit of the sbeep,had been, proyed after the rnost careful of negligence and that the defendants when it was seen by Murphy. Hie jurnp-iv stgion at the instanct of persofl5 op- were flot liable. The plaintiff had no ed on a horse and started aCter it, whenpç>sed to it, and they have no right tobe I)invt t t se the travelled way ta the dog left the sheep and got out of the~impose upo'L the opporients of the by-law the bote] as part of the toli roadi, and the field on ta the railway track, where theas a terni for refusiflg ta pass it, any candi- accident had not happened on any part of boys were, before Murphy could corne up.tionsas to payruent of expenses thereto- the toll road, or in consequence of tih.t He succeeded in getting hoI4 of it andforicurred. road being out of repair. there and then eut its throat so that itTHE CORPORATIN OP THE CITY OF died. That was the evidence, and Mr.

B1RANTFORD VS. THE ONTARIO TALTON VS. C. P. R. CO. Jackson swore that the dog was worthsixty dollars. The judg4e reserved hisINVESTMEN'T COMPANY. 
decision, but yesterday he rendered bis-Judgment on appeal by the plaintiff verdict. Hie flnds in short that a dog niay

Th~e defendants carried on their busi- rmtejdreto tet . h ra be killed by the owner of the sheep whichatLodnad er sssedtere. judge, dismissing the action, which wa it may be clasing or worrying only whileneys prondad e tages and the brought by a land.uwner for daniages for it is in ho pursuit of the sane, and flotases sth rant Loan and Savings intr obslnoig'otedvrin after it ceases ta pursue theni,even though,as he n~iut~n ding of a water-couirse by the line of railway as in this case, it was frightened front theCopany, a similar titto o constructed by the Toronto, Grey, and caeb h we ftesepwocn-b sn s in Brantford. The latter corn-~ Bruce ralway compay, and n w worked ti ye the f wner o! wthou sh e w ocn-ip n h nceased ta do business, and the by the defendants, and for a mandamus to tinued ta f0lat an ontle sttppjinggunt<beç ants been thae mrte tad thes, t conipel the dtfendants ta reopen the in the action was given against Mr. Mur-whic hadbee trasfered o tem, ithoriginal channel of the water-caurse. The hin$5frtedgad6.ocs-anagent in B3rantford for collection, but lot in question, being the west bal! of lo -Ryiea $Recor tdoga.$.7 ot.bhy at no branch, office, and did flot 3 ini the 9 th concession of the township of ReoIcaryù the business there. The plain-~ Amaranth, was owned by the laite Chas.tf sesdtheni for personal property inl Robertson, o! Toronto, until the spring o! Tramips.Brnford, fron lwhich the defendants did 1876, when be conveyed it ta the plaintiff. Among the social problenis of the day,ntappeal, ta the court of revisian, and Street J , held that the Toronto, Grey, and growing into proniinence, is the ques-teplaixitiff brought an action ta wecover and! Bruce railway coiupany had made to tion o! dealing with thevagrant population,tealununt of!the assessinent. Mr. Robertson full compensation for the comprised mostly of ahle.bodjed mien and'Itwas bel that the defendants were injury for which this action was brougiit, commonly called "tramps," who go aboutasesbein London for the property and! the plaintiff was therefore rnot entitiet! the country living niponi the industry of,wihthe plaintiffs had undertaken ta tax, ta recover, beirig in the position opf one others. At present, tbuy ca only beadthat, having no branch office ini who had contractet! to buy daniaged land. dealt with by legal authprity, and as thisBrntford, and! as tbey wee not carrying The court held that the plaintif was entii- means expense to tax-payers and a lot ol
onbusiness there, the plaintiff's assess- tled ta recover legal damages in respecta!f tume and trouble ta magistrates who are i nmettherein was illkgal and! void. That the diversion, assessed at a nominal suin. na wise rem uneratedtherefore, it strikesutre> being no jurisdiction ta assess them As the defend-ants have now the power to the legislature shoult! give tbe provincein Bantord, the defendants were flot dlvert a stream or water-course by R. S. O., municipal legisiation, empowering coun-budto appeal to the court o! revisian ch. 29. Sec. 99 (b.) the court bolds that it cils to pass by-laws tocompel tranmps toadmght question the assessment in the should not, after the timne that has elasped do a certain anieunt of work ttpon theaction.since this diversion was made, direct a public bighways, or in~ breaking stone forSTEELE V.YORK. iuadatory injurictio to issue comapelin repairs, and thus make thein pay tributethe restoration of the streani so diverte, to the public that clothes and feeds thei..when the plaintiWf can bc conipernsated in We have no doubt an ordinance o! thisThe mcadamized toi road known as damages for the injury caused ta 'bim. by character wruld materially lesseri the lazyYnestreet, forming a provincial public sncb diversion- Reference directet! to vagrancy extant, and check the trampwrwas in 1855 by act o! the legisla- tIre master at Orangeville to ascertain thse nuisance. It ha no sin or crime to be poor,tue n order in council vested in and ac- compensation that ought to be made to but it ha both in the case of those ablte toqure y the county o! York. One o! the the plaintiff by thre defendants for this walk, wbo go about listlessly from place tocodiinso he sale was that the road d!iversion, or, if the defendants prefer il, place, and ]ive upon the public,shold e eptinthorough repair hy the proçeediigs stayet! for two miontbs inco'ut.The roadway intended tor and! order to enable theni to proceet! by arbit- Oxford county court bouse, uituated! inuse byperonstravelling on the sanie ration. The defendants ta pay the costs thse tawn of Woodstock, is about complet-wasa mcadmizet! road o! the width of of! this action and of thiý reference, if any, et!, h is a magnificent building. Thethryfeet, and was not in any way out af but if it goes ta arbitration, the costs there. furnlshings wifl bu of thre niost rnoderdes-rpiand! was at the place- where an of will be as directet! hy the Railway Act cription and will cost about $$,ooo. Theaciet occurret! exactly as it was ,Vben CSNV.MRH evwsa:Thfunhtaserdby tise governiment ta oA~o s ~~'y theie sys Th ouings of the court

couny. he laitif whe tunin ou ofrooni whll be on~ an elaborate scale. TheTirePla ntif whe tur ing out ~f'ampbitheatre for the convenience of thea sde odin order to reach a hotel At the last sîtting o! the division court public, 'aill contain about 25o opera chairs,whih soo near thre side o! yonge street helt! at Smith's Falls, a case came before with ail modern attacbments, while iromdrv ln part of the originalallowance thre judge wbich is of considerable public fifty to slxty similar chairs will be placet! info oa n whith thre toil road was construe- lnterest. Mr. Harry Jackson, a C. P. R. thse couricil chanibers, Inside the rail,ted bt hihbat! neyer been openet! engirteer, brought suit against John bowever, thre couricillors will eacb befor rave bytefendants, and! was u.secý Murphy, jr., for thre valne of a dag which supplied with a desk and thlting chair. Inmeel s an appoah ta thre lwtel. In Murphy l>ad kilIed, and! which belonget! the vaults are to be piaced a section o!Thkevidence went ta show rnetallic fittings, roller shelvuing and! docu-laig to thehoel r at sanie ttwhile out with Mr. jacksan's bitle mnent files, the balance to be woeobsrucion an wa, wth isbugyson. and4 another boy the du ave çhase fittings.


