
VETE'IINAItY SUIIGE>N WAY.

Lion, Jtrriccry C4 v. Mackic (1913),
"î) 0. W. R1. 90; 5 0. W. N. 107.

Clhansge of-Colinty Court action-
Transfer ta Di.strjct Court-Appiliation

'Of one defendat--Judgment ia L'aulty
Conu at/ain8t the other de4endant -

E'ffect of-Practice.] - Middleton. J.,
held , that the tact tha-t judgment bas
been signed against one Meondant doles
flot deprive the other defendants of the
right to have the trial at the place
wliich le inost convenaient. Berthold v.
Halteti, 23 0. W. R. 839, distinguîshed.

Martin v. MoL eod (1913),. 25 0. W. R.
66; .3 O, W. N. 7î9.

VETBRIKARY SURGEON.

Couterclaim for ma1pratde--
Jury notice struck out]-Roger, Co.C.J.,
held, that in maipractice actionsoagaiust
surgeons it is now a well establishodl
practice ta strike out the jury noticý,
and the same practice shotiid appy toN

actions ugainst veternry surgeous,, ani
that as the case was set down for trial

liefore the Judge who, heard the mo.-
tion, il was botter to dispose of the
application in Chainbers, rather than
ta, wait for tlie trial.« DirA insun v.
Au8tin (1913), 25 O. W. R. '39.

WATER AND WATERCOURSES.

Drainage-ImPraper construction ai
drainage waorks - Evidence-Continuing
daîage - Effect of statutary limita tions
on--Non-reo ir-Neessity of notice ta
msêncipality-Municipal Draidnage Act,

8. 80 (a)-Dama gos - Qanum of -
F os . ] -Ienderson, K.C., Drainage Re-

feree, held, that a municipality la not
liable for damages caused by the non-
repair of drainage works unless and nu-
tii a notice specifying the non-repair is
served upen it.-That an action can ho
brought lapon x continuîng damage, even
though two years have elapsed trom the
inception thereof.-'Wigle v. Gos/ild, 7
0. L. R. 32, followed.-Thackeray v.
Raleigh, 125 A. R. 2213, distinguished.
Cullerf on v. Township af Logan <1913),
25 0. W. R. 2534.

WAY.

Riglsuy-By-law closiag same-
Dedication-No acceptance by mussîci-
palitg-gurvey8 Act. 1 Oea. V. c. 4.2, s.
44--Reoi8trV Act, 10 Edw. VII. C. 60, 8.

dleîn, 1.,23 . W 1'. GýJ, o, NV. . N.

i.Si.Ct Onit. <2dApi. Il,. -1~

asiudfor thic trial of tuel ncýt1,n

bound ly il". d-isioný uf Midd!1tuî J.

1fitîtifon ta ual and ('f 1;'is ppa to
b.,e iii the d i-ojc ion ( Tq f t li il rini .1ide

R, Iuc 't T' 0i rlmithi i ]JI Il. _23 (O.
01 R. 9- ; i %V W. N-.71.

Righway C('l o naniie o

cTli cio-eataîatscorp-

ditiî .J.'j hlde, in aul acijon fo)r
tro'spnss uipunlad c:laiîno b'Yden-
antaý ta h a- il li 1i111C tat <bre
M'is surît adtituaneo<i ad
in ques4tiaj ia iouai.rpiîelo

\ Iigat10îoa 'o. . \ iNgara ?(l191) fi lO..
W. R t 42'; 51) . %V, N. 4.;

Hîchw.y- -Coianti ?aa?,lsfo bi
- lidmet a!it casle ornn-e

dr rugiht ai coaniitl ta charge amaupit
of judgu!nosslt against tutnhpor a

rcOads fiand ' .iinixtor of public rL
-Jîîisdî-îan f.K1 ly J., hldi, Iltt

where a townsiliip fon i lîd îîîado1,
applicationî ta th', caunlty, undelr 2- Gýe.

V. C. 11, s. 13. ta' fiya pilrt
uam theo tçownisip for thi ontucin
inïprooemenit anîl aitaneof couniity
roads wvith the tanhpaid al by-lawv
passod'i and snoneoys rniqed for S114-h pur-

poethat tho colntY coull naot dlvert
anly part of suich inlone.ys to the, Pay-
ment of a judýginenlt aigaînst Ilie Coun1ty
arlsing froni the negligenci(e of the, oaunty
iii nllow~inz a e'aiîtll ronv ilu 11ko sail
township ta fall into di4repair. Toirn-
8hip of Toron ta v. (auti, ai Prel
(1913), 253 0. W. R. r(311; 5 O. W. N.
6332.

lIftbway-Yo-ropir--Liabihipof
municipal corporation#--A atom obile tip-
set-Death aioccpf ) ae.

Tennox, J., In an action fordage
-for non-repair of a hlghway using the
tleath of plaintiff's hniîband, found want
of repair as a fart and nwardad plaintif[


