
unu>aiydelayc-d the rein1ova1l of thesýe pers-'olls froml
hotel, in their alixiety' to preven the Pread of the disc
they causcd them bo ]e 1,0111ved from the IliàIel to the husýp

befre iii te opilionl of thecir niedical a it m as, hýav
rear the-ir conditioni,prdttods.
1eto 88 prohibit., lth' reî I f anyl sýiuk pers-on uvNc

by permissionl ;lnd imlder directioni of theu 1oard or thelI mld:
helicL1 offlee(r or the atnigphýsic ian, a.nd( iL woildI 1

l1ost uxtraordinlary coniditiqn Of tngif' a board, actini'
Ood faiili, a)s Iblis board leodquesýtioni did, moru ni

ableiiidattags bcaue is nenîcr iluating' iladur the ald)
of its medical oI1.rladdyed ilite renîlo% a or t1w
a11]d infete unil il wasU sale, t reniove thenýii wmiout dain
to their 1ies, u.specially v 'ea iii this case ibb siek
jinfected1 were inirbers of ilie' fam1iy of bbc ocupanýilt of

liueIli w ilwv the -re lying- it.o servan1ts of hiý,~
inlddauîolng illir. mnuiber tliteocpathm l

(o donc, amd it mas the duty Of bbe bioard anid bbct hu4
offier1 te )1a1\e it doncu by War-d or to dof iL bhirnslvus: >

i in n e~ decethati defenidanits orl anly Of bhumt t
posses'sion1 of bbc hlotel or that bheyellued Ward or

enpoeaor theC pul)ie fl roui enberinlg it, Ueet iii >o fil
thie p[lacarding of the hotel operated to deter them f
dOiDg SO.

It may be thjat ulnder the 3rd reuainof bie provini
board of health, whlich is byV the Act given the force- of]
it was the dluty o! the boaird of health to have providied
other pla(e iii whieh to put the persons who hud been expq
to .onitag"ioni, anld, if SO, the board llndoubtfedly did neot f
bli;it du *îiV. Tiere are, however, I, ibink, sever1al answur
t1iis braiich of Ward7s daim. For thc muere breach o!

dut[n alcti lies4, anïd if, as 1 tik is bbco proper con
sion iwpon the elvidence, whatever nia h ave been bic atti
of tbe persons who had been exposed to conitaion, as to t

beingý, coilnedl ii ticý hotel1, War-d cithier e-onsenited ts
acquiesced in their bigplaced andff kepit tb re, hioi,-
entitied to complain..

But, assuming that thy ere kcept ini bit hotel aga
haý wili, I fitil to e whlat inijury.ý wasý donc, bo Ward ; t]

was, at mnost, but a teelinical. invasion of his rights, for
hôtel would not bave been fit for the re(cepItion o! giieats
somier than it waus, even if the -persouis wio had beenl expo


