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CONSUMER’S GAS CoMpaNY OF ToroNTO z. CITY OF [or

Assessment and taxes —Toronto Gas Company—Mains and z{; L:t'o 1aid

The mains and pipes of the Consumers (:as Company of Tol’the n-
under the public streets are assessable for municipal taxation under
solidated Assessment Act, 1892, 55 Vict. Ch. 48 (O.) . d

Toronto Street R. W. Co. v. Fleming, 37 U.C.R., 116, considere (;nting-

Judgment of Bovp, C., 26 O.R. 722, affirmed, OSLER, J- As diss ellants

McCarthy, Q.C., S. 1. Blake, Q.C., and Miller, Q.C., for the 2PP

Robinson, Q.C., and Caswell, for the respondent.
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From Robertson, J.] .
JAMIESON 7. LONDON AND CANADIAN LOAN COMPANY.t .
Landlord and tenant—Lease— Mortgage of lease—AsSIgNEe ofrt;age
A mortgage of lease after reciting the lcase, granted a.nd m'(-) revels
the mortgagees (a loan company) their successors and assigns 10 arce
lease and the benefit of all covenants therein contained and all that po and
land (describing it), habendum unto the mortgagees, their Succfis
assigns for the residue yet to come and unexpired of the term of ye#
by the lease, less one day thereof, and all renewals and substitut
right of renewal and other interests of the mortgagor. excepted
Held, reversing the judgment of ROBERTSON, J., that the one daz oere a0t
might be taken as the last day of the term, and that the mortgagee
assignees of the term and liable for the rent.
Robinson, Q.C., and Arnoldi, Q.C., for the appellants.
Armour, Q.C., and W. H. Irving, for the respondent.
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From C. P. Div.}
SPROULE 7. WATSON. )
Evidence— Will— Letters probate— Testamentary capaag’i-t

Letters probate issued by the proper Surrogate Court are, not " ea estf’":l
the Devolution of Estates Act, only prima facie evidence a$ far in an 3Cn.oe
is concerned of the testamentary capacity of the testatO"a_an itled t0 g
asserting title to real estate under the will the defendant 1S ent!
evidence to show want of testamentary capacity.

Judgment of the Common Pleas Division affirmed.

W. M. Douglas, and Frank Ford, for the appellant.

Watson, Q.C.,and J. M. Rogers, for the respondents.
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TOWNSHIP OF LOGAN 2. HURLBURT: 3 :'ﬂ/ﬂz;”ﬁ;’
Public Health Act—R.S5.0. Ch. 295, sec. 34— Person suffering rl;zl 51"””

disease—Failure of Board of Health to isolate—ConseqHe
disease.

The directions of sec. 84 ol the Public Health Act, R'S‘Ot'ion,
imperative, and where, instead of acting as directed in that sec



