.
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B mrlm.
h
v ag g
Cases:,the responsibilities of a conductor 11
here a train of cars is attached to the

gine,

knf)id‘:&that the driver of a light engine which
“ath tp, dow‘,‘ and killed the man for whose
o e action was brought, was an officer of
lsco,,errnpan)’ who could be examined for
o Y under Rule 487.
dz.glft V. Grand Trunk Railway Co.,13 P.R+
» disting uished.
appeilv{ evidence was allowed to be used upon
ERGUSunde" Rule 585, and the decision of
therc:u oN, J_" 13 P.R, 388, was reversed
or al:(.)n: The discovery of the new evidencé,
W, reclf“ng of the Divisional Court had passed,
Welved as an excuse for delay.
- McCullough for plaintiff.
* Armour for defendants.

FERgye
SUson, J.] [July 4

MILLER 7. SPENCER.

” .
& Vacation—Settling minutes of Judgment.

gg:;ction tf) the Regi.strar to settle in long
3oth ]the minutes of a judgment pronounced
une was refused.
* . Blake for plaintiff.

QBp
B, Ct] [June 27

N g
E SMITH aAND THE CITY OF TORONTO.

Cogy
\s\A."b’.” ation—Powers of Arbitrators—
l‘f‘j Vict,,c. 70—R.S.0., ¢. 184, 5. 483, 399~
Y of taxing officer.

si(’ierifViCt" c. 79 the waterworks commis-
© o ﬂ%e City of Toronto were authornized
er‘foolfrlate ' lands for. the purposes of

€ vy rks, and in case of disagreement to have
V.. ue ascertained by arbitration ; and by 41
W e"vc' 41,all the powers of the commissioners

ested in the city corporation. ‘

certaiencllty corporation, desiring to expropriate
by. aw ali.d. for waterworks purposes, passed 2
oﬂzing ;gcllmg the.ab'ove enactments and auth-
a Otice e ex'proprmtlon, and afterwards served
1ce offering to pay the land-owner $25,00%

by "l‘n the event of his not accepting, requiring
to 5. Pursuant to s. 393 of the Municipal Act”
Point an arbitrator. The arbitrators ap-

pointed took the oath prescribed by the Muni-
cipal Act, which was different in substance from
that prescribed by 35 Vict., ¢. 79.

Held that s. 483 of the Municipal Act, R.S.
0., c. 184, had the effect of superseding the
procedure for arbitration provided by 35 Vict.,
c. 79, and of substituting therefor the procedure
for arbitration provided by the Municipal Act ;
and that the city corporation, having adopted
and taken advantage of the procedure provided
by the Municipal Act, could not escape the con-
sequences, and therefor the arbitrators had
power under s. 399 of the Municipal Act to
award costs to the land-owner, there being no
power to do so under 35 Vict, ¢. 79.

Semble, also, that the arbitrators having
awarded costs, and their award not having been
moved against, it was the duty of the taxing
officer to tax the costs.

H. S. Osler for the land-owner.

Biggar, Q.C., for the City of Toronto.
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LAW SCHOOL—HILARY TERM, 1890.

This notice is designed to afford necessary
information to Students-at-Law and Articled
Clerks, and those intending to become such, in
regard to their course of study and examina-
tions. They are, however, also recommended
to read carefully in Connection herewith the
Rules of the Law Soctety which came into force
June 25th, 1889, and September 21st, 1889, re-
spectively, copies of which may be obtained
from the Secretary of the Society, or from the
Principal of the Law School.

Those Students-at-Law and Articled Clerks,
who, under the Rules, are required to attend the
Law School during all the three terms of the
School Course, will pass all their examinations
in the School, and are governed by the School
Curriculum only. Those who are entirely
exempt from attendance in the School will pass
all their examinations under the existing Cur-
riculum of The Law Society Examinations as
heretofore. Those who are required to attend
the School during one term or two terms only
will pass the School Examination for such term
and their other Examination or Exam-
w Society Examinations

or terms,
inations at the usual La
under the existing Curriculum.



