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dant claimed), not according to R.'. survey, but
according to a small plan obtained froni tbe
original surveyor, and the patent wbich issoed in
1846 appeared to grant the land, designated on
this plan, making no reservation Of Streets, but
including the extensions to the river of the
streets in question, as laid out upon the original
plan.

PreviouslY, also, to this sale, lots had been
sold on these streets by the proper aluthorities ;
the streets had been worked and irnproved, and
one in particular was open to the river, and the
other as far as where the obstruction stood:.

HeZd, affirring the ýudgrnent of the Court of
Coniron PMens, la C. P. 145, tint the evidence
conc]usively established that the streets in ques-
tion had been laid out in the original sur-vey of
lhe town to vithin four roda of the river, and
that this space was left open for public use; that
the existenoe of the8e streets as publio highways
was sbewn by thse work on the ground at thse
Original su.rvey, and by the adoption, on the part
of the Crown, of that work ars exhibited on thse
Plan thereof returned, which adoption was estab-
lished by the disposition of lands acoording to
that plan and survey ; that thereby these streets
becaine publie highways ;and although prior to
suais adoption the Crown would not have been
bound by either plan or survey, after such adc>p-
tion there was no power of rnaking snob an
alteration as would b. necessary to establisi the
defence set up. - Roginav. Hunt, 17 V7. C. C. P>.
443.

CONVICTION AT QUARTEa SESSIONs TJND]C CoN.
STAT. U. C. cAP. 7 5 -CETIORARI....A. engaged
B. and bis hired man C. to build a bou se for im,
and agreed to pay B. bis ordinary wages, and $1
Per diem for C. A. making default was eonyicted
before a magistrat. under the Master and Ser-
vanta, Act, and ordered to pay B. $15 50 for C. 's
services. A. appealed, but the appeal wns ad-
journed to another Sessions, when the conviction
was quashed. B. then obtained a summons 10
show cause 'Why a Celqiora,.j should not issue te
return the order quaawng conviction, etc., into
the Queen's Bencs.

l, 1. That the applicant bad a rigist to the
certiorari, but

Semble, that thse proceedings to reinstate the
conviction were unneoessary.

ll-eld, 2. That the agreement referired to dit?not corne within the second branch of Con. Stat.
U.JC. cap. 7.5, sec. 3, and

Semble, that the terms nsed in the firat branch
of sanie section refer to «TeOnients where mas-
ter, journeyman and laborer belong to thse same

cAlling, and One engaged thse other ta work for
ui in its exercise.

Quoere, as to power of Quarter Sessions to,
adjourn sucb a case.-In Re .TOytes Conveiction
on Complaint of Mccumber, 4 prac. Rep. 32.

NEoLiGmNecE - MuniciîpÂn CORPORATION.-
Where a corporation is sued for an in3ury grow-
ing out of negligence of the corporate autxorities.
in their care of the streets of the corporation,
they cannot defend themselves on the ground
that the formalifies of thse statiète were not pur.
sued in establishing the street origiréally. Mayor
v. Shejùlld, 4 Wallace.

If the authorities of a city or' town have treated,
a place as a public street, taking charge of it,
and regulatlng it as they do other streets, they
cannot, when sued for sucis injury, defend thora-
selves by alleging want of authority in establiali-
ing the street. (Ib.)-A. L. Reg. 441.

SIMPLE CONTRÂOTS &ÂFFÂAIRS
0P EVIERY DAY LIFE.

NOTES 0F NEW DECISIONS AND LEADING
CASES.

BAlixS-INTElE]ST.-..Hed affirrning thea jixdg.
ment of the Court of Common Pleas, Draper, C.
J., VanKoughnet, C., and Mowat, V. C., diigen-
tientibu8, that the 29 and? 80 Via. ch. I, sec. 55,.
exempts Banking Corporations not merely froin
liability tê tise pecuniary penalty irnposed by
Con. Stat. C. ch. 58, sec. 9, but from, tise loss or.
forfeiture under that Statnte of tise security re-
ceived by theni for tise mone-ya advanoed.....7b
Commercial Basnk of Canadàz v. Caton es al, 17
1J. C. C. P. 447.

VOL1ItTART DEBD--ASSIGNUM5NT 0fr PUR5ONAL
ESTAT-PRaOUsssoay NoTiEs NOT IZ4DORSEZD-SECT-
oETr.-AII assigninent in general ternis of per-
sonal estate, will paso promisaory notes in the-
possession of tbc settlor, althoigh net endorsed.
to tise donee.

Therefore, where A. asarigned her personal
estate te B., and certain prornissory notes drawik
'by 0., which were at the, date of the settlenxent
in ber possession, were afterwads given by Iler
to B., who hy his will give a legacy t0 C., tis&
executors of B., were beld entitlet? to deduco
froni C.'s legacy 1h. amouènt due on the notes.-
Riciaardson v. Richardson, Ià W. R. 600.

RAILWA&T COMPANT - NIEGLIGI&Ncic - Where-
th. defendant, (a railroad coinpany> bas, by
its own act, obstructe? the view of travellers
upon the public higbway by piling ils wood s6
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