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act appear te have been doue at a time vheu it
'as not doue ;" sud if an instrument purports
to bave boen made at a lime wbeu it vould have
Onle effect, sud bas lu resuit7 beau made at a time
'wheu it vouid bave anothor effect, that 1 -tbink
ivenid'make tbe deed a faise deed, sud be for-
gery. The date cf a deed is frequeutiy quite
immateriai, but bere tbat is net; se. The date is
showu by extrinsie evidence to ba false, aud the
deed is therefore a false deed within ail tbe defi-
hiltions. Even vithout nuy authority upon the
question, I tbink that common sense would lead
te this Conclusion. But ail the autherities are
at eue upen tbis peint. Lord Coke refers te the
Year Bocks te shov that forgery includes titis
very case; tbe case lu Moore as far back as thte
time cf Queeu Elizabeth, is to thte saine effect.
Iu tbe case of Aun Lewis, Foster's Crowu Cases,
116, the saine viev vas taken hy elaven judgets
in consultation. No anîbority can be cited ou
the other side, sud the ouly argument against
this viaw is that there is no receut authority lu
support cf it.

Lusir, J.-I amn of the Same opinion. If the
parties hadl oviginaliy made a dead bearing a
true date, sud bad then fraudulently aiterad tbe
date, ne question could bave been raised; it
sere te me tbat it 'would be au ahsurdit y that
thse alteratlon cf a true date te a falde should be
a forgary, and yet tat lte making cf a deed
vitb a date origiually faise sbould net be. i
tblnk tbat titis dead vas "'a false daed" vititin
&Il the definitions, as purperting te be 'wbat it in
fact vas net.

BRETT, J., coucurred.
Conviction affirmed.

COMMON PLEAS.

FAilOW v. W'ILSON.
Masier ancd servant-etermnation of contract-o service by

thse deatls of thse wmster. o
À- eligaged B. te serve him as farmn bajilif at certain wages,

the service te b. determined by six menthe' notice b>tither party, or on paymunt by A. te B. cf six inontiaswages. On A.'s death the defendants, A.'s administrators, dismnissed B. without notice or payment of the siuxoulls' wages.
Held, on deinurrer, that th)e contract of service wae determimcd bv the death of thec master, and that the gencrapile, that the dcath of cither party puts an end to contracts of personal scrvice, unicas thse euitrary be stipuIlated for, applied te the prescut. case.

[C. P. 18 W. R. 43.1
This vas an action brougbt against the defen

dants as adminutsîrators cf Pugb, daceased.
The declaration stated that beratofore lu th<lifetimei of Pugb, lu consideratien tbat plaintifvonld enter jute the service cf Pugb, sud servi

hins as farm baliif, at the wages cf 15s. pe
Ireel, sud cf a certain residence lu a farmboute
ntil the service sbould b. determined. PugI

promlsed tbe plaintiff te retalu bis lu bis set viauntil the expiration ef six montha atter uoticgiven b>' Pugis or tbe plaintiff te the other o
them te Put an end te suaci service, or that i
Case Pugb shonld put an end te snob servic
Vitheut sncb notice be sbould, psy te the plain
tiff such vages at the enipe rate for the said si
Inonths frin the lime cf tbe end cf sucb notice

and the plaintiff accordiugly eutered jute the
said service of Pugb. and continned therein ntil
the death o1 Pugh, and bas always be -n ready
and willing to coutinue lu the service of bis ad-
miflistrators lu the capacit.y.auj on the termai
aforesaid, of wbich tbe defendants always bad
notice, yet the defeudants wrongfully diémissed
the plaintiff frotn the said service with ott such
ootice as aforesaid, and without paying the
plaluttiff such six montha' vages as aforesaid.
wbhereby the plaintiff vas deprived of the wages,
&co.. which be vould have derived from the Faid'
service, sud bas remained for a long turne nem-
ployed.

Demurrer aud joiuder iu demurrer.
Bridge, iu support, of tbe deruurrer.-The dec-

laration le bad. There bas beeu no breacb of
the contract alleged ln tbe declaration. A con-
tract of personal service expires ou tbe dentb of
elîher party. In Williams on Executors, 6tb ed.
p. 765, the correct rule la laid down: IlBy-the
death of a master bis servant is dsscharged; sud
therefore the executers or administrators of the
former can bring ne action te enforce the con-
tact Of set-vice after his deatb." (Wentw. Off.
Ex. 141, 14th edit). If it bad been intended
that the executors, sbould be bound by the
contract they would have been namned in it. la
Td8ker V. Shepherd, 9 W. R. 476, 6 H. & N. 575,
it vas held thiat vhere a person bad been ap-
pointed as te agent of a partnersbip given fer
the peried of a certain number of years for the
sale on commission o« certain atone. that the
centract vas subject to tihe condition that ail the
parties sbouid s0 long live, aud that it did not
ceutemplate the coutinuance of tbe ageucy by
the executor after the deatis cf tbe agent, or by
the surviving partuer after the deatit cf tbe ether
meniber. Iu Bodet Y Firth, 17 W. R. 29, L. R.
4 C. P. 1, a covenaut lu au appreuticeship deed
thatt the appreutice wiii bonetily remiriu with
snd serve bis master for a certain term, is 5 b
ject te an impiied condition that the apprentice
shahl continue lu a state cf ability te perform bis
centract. To au action tbertfüre by the master
for breach cf tbe covenaut. A pla that the
a, pprentice vas prevented by the act cf God-to

- it, permanent illuess-vbich arose after the
xmaking cf tbe deed sud before breacis, vas bei&

geod. Meutague Smith, J., Fayq lu bis jud-
ment lu that case :-Taylor v. Caldwell, il W.lI

-726, seems to be decided on the principle tbft
vbere parties are coutracting about a certaill
tbing or person there is au implied conditionl
that the thing or person @hall continue te exist
lu a state fit for the performance of tbe ontract.
sud that if titat atate cesses te exist, tbeu the

eObligation ceases. Tbis coutrt c ould net bave
ff been inteuded te Continue sîter tbe masterg
6 death, for eue term of the contt'Sct is tbat tbe
r plaintiff shall ccupy the farmibouse.

Bush Cooper, contra.-The services of farm,
'bailiff would net bit determined by tbe deatb of

a tbe Inaster. The nature of tbe centract mustbi
i looked at for the purpose cf piaciug the right

construction upen it. He cited The Kin# v. ZV4
nInhabitanta of Ladoce, Burr. Sett. Cas. i?9; f#W
eKing v. Peck, 1 Seik. 66.

X Juiy 5.-The judgment of the Couort (WJLLu,80
; 1 J., sud MOivsNTAGUITR J.,as dellvered, 1>

Eng. Rep.1
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