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the Division Courts Act the Highi
Court prac'1ýce was applicable.

Motion refused wvith costs.
D. L. McCarthy fir ciefendant.
D. Armour for p1aintiff.

Ti;7a DiVISIoNAt. COURT,]I [SEPT. 15.
(Q. B.- D-)

ALDIS v. CITY OF CHATHAM.
.ifinicipal Corporation -- Repair of'

-Ilg/zwa-Siww and Zce.
Appeal from judgment of the

JucGge of the County Court of KCent,
disinissiîîg the actions, wvlich were
brought to recover damages for
injuries sustained by reason of infant
plaintiff's fall upon a sidewalk in the
city of Clhatham, alleged to be out
of repair. No notice of the accident
wvas given, as required by the proviso
added to sec. 531 (1) of the Con-
solidated Municipal Act, iS-, by
Sî Vict., ch. So, sec. i., as amended
bv 39 Vict.. ch. Si, SeC. 2o. The
absence of the notice was held by
the County Ceurt Judo'e to be fatal
to the actions. The plaintiffs con-
tended that, as the accident was not
owving «-!o snoxv or ice -upon the side-

Held, that notice of the aiccident wvas
necessary in ail cases coingi, under
sac. 531 (1), and %vas not confined to
cases of snow or ice under the
amnending proviso, and therefore the
actions failed. Per Armour, C.J,
that this was the plain mneaning of
the statute, andi the Court of .Appeal
could ncit have intended to decide
otherwise in Drennan v. City o
Kingston, 23, A. R., 4o6. App~eal
dismissed with costs.

E. Bell for plaintiffs.
W. Douglas, Q. C., for defendants.

COURT 0F APPEAL.] ISEPT. 17.
REGINA v. MURRAX'.
Die£s Non-Commnirnzent.

Appeal by defendant from order
of tacMNýahon, J., dismissing appli-
cation by.defendant for his discharge

fromi custody upon the return of a
habeas corpus. Defendanr wvas
brought before a justice of the
Peace on the ist July last, charged
witli attempting to pick pockets,
and wvas on that day comnmitted for
trig&l. Beizîg brought before the
County Court Judge a few days
later, lie elected to be tried surn-
marily, and -,as tried by the 'udge
at bis Crirnial Court, under the
'Suaiomary Trials Act, convicted, and
sentenced to three nionths' imprison-
ment in the Central Prison. The
defendant cont.2nded that the coin-
mitment by th- iiiagistrate, being
nmade upon a dies non juridicus. was
a nullity, and the !rubsequent pro-
ceedings, being founded upon the
commiti-nent, were also vo&1. Held,
that the County Judge's Criminal
Court, baing- a court of record, the
cnlly wvayo obtaining relief was by
writ of error, and the wvrit ofhabeas
corpus xývas; improvidently issued.
Appeal ciismissed.

D. 0'Connell (Peterborough) for
defendant.

A. M. Dymond for the Crown.

Divsio'ALCOLURT,] [SEPT. 17.

POWERS v. CARMIAN.
Vepaper Libei-Secuity for ('oxts.

Under 57 Vict. (Ont.), ch. 27, S. 7
there is no appeal beyond a judgc
in Chairber- on an application for
security for costs in a newspaper
libel action.

Clute, Q.C., for defend;trnt.
J.H. Moss for plaintiff.

niisioNÂz. COURT,] 1SEPT. 17.
0. B. D. j

REGINA v. WILLIAMS.
Crimimil Case-A idioritvof Soiicitor

-ivcw TriaL
Defendant was charý,ed with mnan-

slaughter and acquitted ; but the
C-9own obtained a reserved case upon
the question as to wvhether the de-
fendant's depositions aýt theCoroner's


