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in the Act, thaï; 1 arn awarc of, necessitating a second reqi
from the civil authorities in cases where the troops at the d
of the local officers are found to, be inadequate

I give effeet to this contention: see Gordon v. Ci(y ofM
R.I. 24 S. C. 465: Crewe-ltead v. (1ounty of Cape YBrel

S. C. R. S.
There is another inatter pleaded on the record, as set

paragraphs 11, 12, 13, 14ý 15, and 16 of the amnendedl sta
of defence. it is, in effect, that large publlic- works, e.g,
canal, the swing bridge, and thcelcria plant, are in f
mnediate, vicinity of the scene of the rioting, aind thRt the

cncedwith 'protecting these works (whliI are said te lin
several millions of dollars) shlould be, paid Iy Ri % aj11ty,
thle public iluoneys of the Domninion of Canaida, and not

Thiis 1 hold to be no defence in law. Andf it does net
to me on any ground, for it is iersigto consider whi
biave been the plight of the town' and] ils cîtizens, if thie lox
bridg-e, the electrîcal. plant, andl thie wonrks of the allied con
had( been dlestroyved by one catacýlysm.

Thc plainifs are, entitledl to judgmnent. I se no ii
for a reference -thle d-aim wis well proved, the only questioi
1eing- as to an itemn for cab-hiire. These cabs werc not instr
of haughtyIii luixury-beyý were nccessary for the u2alling c
getting ooehr of the troopq in the shortest posszible ii me,

Rlowever, the dcFcndants cain, if they like, fiave a oe
their own risk and expense.

Jnd(gmenit for thie plaintiffs f'or $7,293.28 and eosts.

for damnages for, entering on the pltiintiff's lanid, cutting tri
brushi thereon, andf setting fire t'o the sa11e, whcrebyI). thle pb
property was injuredl. 1{1eld, thant the plaintiff lid provedi 1
as to thie origin of thie fini, and was entitledl to re.over. 1)
assessed at $500. hudiffrent for Ille plaintiff for $500 ani
Coimterclaimi disrnisaqed withi costs;. G. Rl. Watsoni, -K.C.,
W. Ratton, for thie plaintiff. P. ('Connell, for the dlefenda
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