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Land-ýBedoo#m, 0147, in dwtllng houuo-Rghtiof cu*ot- raùse/

TW. conveyed ta his son A. W. certain farm lands, but subject te a liue
estate te bîmseif therein, and subjeet âlio, amongst other things, to the use by
another son, S. W., of a bed, bedroom, and bedding in th* dwelling house on
said farm, and to board sa long as hie she'uld remain a resident on said farm,
etc.

Held, that the plaintif! took no ettate under the deed, but merely the use,
atttr the termination of the father's life estate, of the bedroom, etc., and board
while resident on the land ; that no perind was fixed for such occupation, and,
therefore, no forfeiture was created by bis not occupying for ariy period.

Aleyé/le for the plaintiff.

mii Court.] [Dec. 21, 1894.
REINA~' 7.. SLATTERY.

iiVior Iieense A4ct-2'e7,izn li:çor for sale, e/c.-.Managier of/club- 'lwbizl.

Section 50 of the Liquor License Act, R.S.O., c. r94, wliich forbids the
ikeeping or having in the hieuse, etc., any liquors for the purpose af sellir.g, etc-...
by anv person unless duly Iicensed theyeto under the provisions af the Act,
(Ioes not justify a conviction of the manager of a club incorporated under the

>trojoint Stock Companies Letters Patent Act, who had the charge or
control of the liquor merely in his capacity of manager, the act of keeping, etc.,
being that of the club, and not of the manager.

I)iiVrete for the applicant.
le A. C'ar/-wr4i/i, Q.C., contra(.

I ivrI Court.] [Dec. 21, 1894.
COLE i). HunluE.

Acfion /;,r caniez? connecion iyfcii.ce-Pes'os acqWilial/for rate -NAo de/once
Ioaf~n-Aedet

In an action for enhicing away the plaintifis daugbiter andi carnally know-
ing lier, the plaintif!, against the protest af the defendant, was allowed, at the
close of the case, andi aiter the addresses of counsel, ta arnent by setting up as
an alternative cause af action the enticing away of the daughter and connection
m-ith lier by force andi against bier will, and consequent loss of service. No
application was made by defendant te put in further evidence, nor any sugges-
tion matie that hie was in any way prejudiced by the amiencinient.

ife!d, tbrit the anientiment was properly allowed,
1/ch?, also, that the fact of the defendant having been previously actlu'tted

on a crîminal charge of rape constituted no defence ta the action.
M1ick/e for the plaintiff.
CYute, Q.C., for- the defendant.


