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LOOKING TO SIR JAMES WHITNEY.

The appointment of Chairman Leitch
to the bench gives Sir James Whitney
the opportunity of increasing .the
strength of the, Ontario Rallway and
Municipal Board, if only by increasing
its hold upon the confidence of the peo.
ple. The new chairman should be a
big man,’ a progressive and one de-
voted to the public interest. . At the
same time much might be done, and
should be done, to enlarge the powers
of the board and to widen its jurisdic-
tion.

When the Whitney government
dbrought down its bill revising the On-~
tario Railway Act and creating a board
to deal with -municipalities and public
mervice corporations, there was ‘a rush
to Ottawa for Dominion charters by
Ontario . companies. Now *there Iis.
scarcely a public service corporation,
enfranchised by the Province of On-
tario, which.dces not evade and defy
provincial jurisdiction in virtue of its
additional charter from the Dominion.
Traction comparnies, power companies,
lighting - companies and nearly every
private corporation which has occasion
to use the streets of our municipalities
ride roughshod over the rights of these
muniecipalities.

Only, yegterday Ontario municipali-
ties were represented at Ottawa by a
deputation  pleading with the Domin-
ion Government for control -of their
oewn highways., - %

The fight this deputation is putting
up is Ontario’s fight and the spokes-
man for Ontario should be Sir James
Whitney. Sir James and this province
should kmow and act upon the fact
that there has been a change of gov-
ernment at Ottawa. The Dominion
Government should not license a cor-
poration to ‘enter a province except
subject to the laws and public policy
of that province. But the legislation |
is also mneeded here. No corporation !

enfranchised by Ontario authorities in its editorial columns, and the chief | Houging Company, and Mr. Hamllton,
s % | exponent and frignd of Mr. Roweil's !y resident of ~Ablemarie, avenug, was
{ abolish-the-bar policy, can with any again on the scene in the interests of

ghould be allowed to change its status
by taking out a federal charter, by
emalgamating with. another company,
by stock watering and the like, with-
out at least the consent of the province ;
and - the municipality .concerned. |
8hould it offend in any of these par-
ticulars,  then such corporations should
be dissolved by the local courts and
its property and franchise within the
province should be administered by a
lquidator, subject always to the right |
of thie province to take them over at a |
fair valuation.

Should not all corporations, even tho |
created by the Dominion and carrying |
om interprovincial business, be subject |
to provincial law as respects all busi-

vince? Have we not surrendered en-
tirely too much to the Dominion Gov-
ernment, much more than the British
North America Act requires?

In any event we look to Sir James
to speak for Ontario and the munici-
palities of Ontario at Ottawa. We
look to him for a revision of the Mu-
nicipal Act, greatly enfranchising the
municipalities and protecting public
ﬂéhtsirom invasion by private cor-
porations,

Every cqrporation in Ontario, no
matter bw Want government created,
should be subett to the, exclusive con-
trol of the province so far as all traf-
fic and business done by.such corpora-~
tions within the province is ‘concerned.

The individual doing business in On-
tario must submit to Ontario laws, no
matter what his citizenship. A ocor-
poration should be treated in the same
way. A Dominion charter should be of
no avall against provincial regulations
except' as to International or inter—
provincial business,

DOCTOR ON PROFESSOR.

Fantastic to many will appear the
suggestion by Rev. J. A. Macdonald
in The Globe to the effect that Wood-
row Wilson may, after ail, be the great
Progressive instead of Col. Roosevelt,
and that in the party realignment, now
inevitable, the Democratic is to become
the Progressive party. Professor
Wilson, during the last year or two,
has been quite ready to subscribe to
many  reforms und doctrines favored
by the Progressive party, but he dif-
fers from all true Progressives on a
vital point. Ie fis individualist
who declares that the struggle for
human liberty is a struggle to deprive
governments of their powers. The
Progressives, on the other hand, are
insisting that the hands of the gov-
ernment - -must strengthened and
that social justice can only be brought
about by a strong government which
will limit the freedom of. the indi-
vidual sufficiently to proteect the weak
from oppression and the poor from the
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, Journals that pose as the friends of
| every good and worthy reform meas-

the Madison Square meeting, Col.
Roosevelt said: L

It is idle to ask us not to
exercise the power of the gov-
ernment only by the power
of the government: we curb.
the greed that in high
places, when only by the exer-
cise of government can we ex
alt the Jowly and give
to the humble and the down
trodden. " 3

There will undoubtedly be a party
of progress and a party of reaction in
the United States.  But the Demo-
cratie party will never be the party of
progressive ideas. Its platform adopt-
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* Some wonderful values in-Men’s
and fur-lined Overcoats are being
offered by us for the next week.
Rare opportunities in guaranteed

uskrat-lined Overcoats, with otter
:MM&,‘ llars and best

ed at Baltimore in 1912 differs little

4 from its platform adopted at Baltl-)

more in 1852. It prates of state rights
but has nothing -to say,6 about the.
rights:of humanity. The Democratic :
and Republican parties are as like as
two peas in a pod, but the Demoecratic

'| party may survive as the conservative |

or reactionary party of the country. |
Otherwise it will cease to exist. '

THE ONTARIO RAILWAY IQA'I!D.i
* There will be few differences, of
opinion over the promotions in the
judiciary. That which rhost intimate-
ly concerns the interests, which are dis-
tinctly public in the community is the
elevation of Chairman Leitch of the
Ontario Railway Board to the court.of
appeals. As chairman of the boa.rd»;
Mr. Leitch was unfortunate in giving
the impression that he did not exércise
all the.power that his position was!
understood to give him, and there was
a belief that the technicalities which
the railway board was expected to
override were too tenderly treated in
his hands. The facts were and are
that the board has not as much power
as it is supposed to have. Chalrman
Leitch was unable to go against the
law, and he suffered accordingly. But
his law has not been impugned nor
his decisions reversed on appeal. ' His
experience should ensure his success
on the bench. :

‘The new 'chairman of the Ontario
Rallway Board should have a freer
hand and legislation should be passed
with this object. The importance of |
the board should be more fully recog-
nized and Premier Whitney cannot
select too big a mian nor endow him
with too liberal an authority in the
fleld in which he is to rule.

-And when Sir James is about it he
might give the board a proper hous-
ing. Why not erect a proper provin-
cial building in the new federal square
for the accommodation of the railway
board, the T. & N. O. Rallway and
the Hydro-Electric Commission?

NEWSPAPER INCONSISTENCY.
All but the hide-bound politician will
aGmit, we fancy, that there

vertising. How that paper, as a per-
sistent advocate of temperance reform

consistency throw open its advertising
colutmns freely to the manufacturer and
retailér of liquor will not be cléar, we |
think, to any fair-minded man. As (o
the other matter to which Sir James
referred, namely, Mr.' Rowell's respon-
sibility for The Globe’s liquor adver- |
tising, no off-hand answer sfiould be |
accepted. But this much can-be said, |
cousidering Mr. Rowell's intimate re- :
fation to the paper, it is not acting as !
his best friénd in continuing to be, |
thru its advertising columns, the friend
and advocate of the liquor maker and
dealer. There will be no two qp!nior;s
that matter ambng Mr. Rowelis
friends, we fancy. Amnd if The Globe
is well advised it will do, as many of |
#te. best friends for years have urged '
it to do, cui its financial connection
with the liquor business and thereby
mightly strengthen its influence on the
side of real reform. In these days, |
when many papers are refusing liquor '
advertisements merely for \e:kness!
reasons, this is not more than can
quite reasonably bé asked. Amnd in |
view of the fact that there are so many |
journals of one kind and another out-
side of Canada refusing liquor adver-
tising, one is at a loss to know why
there are so few of them in the Domin-
ion with a conscience or a clear vision
in this matter. The Globe has all-too-
many to keep it company, even among

ure. But we make bold to say that for
any paper with a reputation to main-
tain the free admission of liquor ad-
vertising is not today good business, |
and for any paper with a conscience it
i not satisfactory ethics.—Christian
Guardian.

LEADER FOE
T0 B DEPLSED

Hon. Mackenzie King Likely to
Take Up Mantle,
Says Galt
Paper.

OTTAWA, Nov. 1.—(Special.)—A !
change ia leadership of the Ontarlo
Liberal party is confidently predicted
by The Galt Reporter (Conservative)
tonight in an editorial. The Reporter
sees in Mr. Rowell “an able man of |
high character, but grievous disap-
pointment as a party leader,” and de- .
clares that ‘‘the light of the party fa- |
vor now encircles the head of Hon.
Mackenzie King,” of whom it says: |
“The ex-minister of labor may get on
the nerves of older politicians, who
think his rise in public life has been
too rapid, but it is undeniable that he |
ls gbove the average in ability. As a !

of tlre opposition in the legisla-

e would bring to bear upon dis-
cussion in the houpe a varied experi-
ence at Ottawa, aad it is certain that
he would not put all his eggs into one
basket. In his plan of attack the ex- |
M P. for North Waterloo would draw !
upon the resources of the astute politi- |

dire éffects of their poverty. Thus, at

\

cian with radical tendencies for his
weapons.”
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DNERSION

Question Was Brought Before

r

At Osgoode Hall |

ANNOUNCEMENTS.

; Nov. 1, 1812,

Peremptory list for -divisional court
for Monday, November 4, 1912, at 11
am.: :

1. Ontaric Asphalt v. Cook.

3. Ward v. Dickenson.

8. Crowe v, Turney.

4. Ockerman  v. Buck.
, 8. 8Bmith v. Canadian National Ex-
hibition, : ; )

6. Lapier v. Doran.

Master’s Chambers.

Board of Works, When Both

’ i
l'ﬁr |3

i

4 Deacon for

~bel v. Njagara Racing
. ¥. Ritchie for defendants in each case.

 Lake Ontario and Western Ry.
- ¥¢ Harvey and do.; re Dillion and do.;

on—B, G 54 appt
-oant. " "Hareourt, K.C., for -
fant, Matlon by administrator ‘tb:r
order giving e to o

n

; €0,
on consent for an order co _
rfport of local master ‘at- Walkertoa,,
aud to change committee from Robert
Gilies, who is in ill-health, and ap-
J h Agnew in his place. Or-

.

K.C.,, for Minerva Stoddart. y

Heurcourt, K.C., for infants. G. P.
% administratrix and an
adult defendant. Motion by Minerva
E€tcddart for an order for administra-
tion and partition of the lands. Order
made for administration. Reference to .

§- the master in o

. rdinary.
- Trubel v. Ontarie Jockey Club; Tru-
Association—E.

J .T. White for plaintiff in each case.,

- Motions by defendants’ for orders strik-
~ing out jury notice.

Orders made.
LCosts in cause, §
Re McMahon and Cawpbellfgﬂ.
o,;

"Re McCarthy and do.—J. D. Spence

Before J. Beilas bW st .G, Master,

Sides Were Heard and Final

Decision Deferred Until the

Standing of the Parties is
Determined. ;

The much-aired Sparkhall and Bain

avenue diversion proposition came be=«
fore the board of works yesterday af- .
ternoon, to which it had been mterrod!

from the council on Ald: Hiiton's mo-
tion on Wednesday. His excuse was
that, considering the lateness of the

Was 2 hour, it would be better for all con- |
‘ point to the criticism made last week 'cerned to "have the matter fully dis-
! by Sir James Whitney touching The ! cussed than to
| Globe in its publication of liquor ad- council.

President G. F. Beer and Secretary
Armstrong appeared .on behalf of the

the residents who claim two frontages
on that property.- ‘ e AT s

The whole ‘%umlon _resolves itself
into one of either party getting kome-
thing from the city for nothing.
Ab.emarle residents olaim that 'since
they demonstrated sufficlent enterprise
to locate in that locality first, then if
something is going to be given away;
they have the moral right to prece-
dence over the late comers.. Another
point raised is, that considering they
have purchased the one foot reserve,
they have a frontage ,on .the rear of
their lots, and should” necessity arise
have the right to erect properties there-
on.

The other side argues that the diver-
sion of ths ‘street will allow them to
erect 100 perfect houses, which will not
only meéan“a gréat deal of benefit to
people who cannot purchase their own
homes, but will mean a genéral boost
in the relative value of the vicinity
within half a mile, and the residents’
ostensible loss of a double frontage, to
which the company claims to have an
equal right—that {s, a frontage on the
north eide of Sparkhall avenue, caused
by the deversion—will be made up by
the increased value of of their existing
property fronting the south side of
Ablemarle avenue.

‘The question was referred back until
City Soligitor Johnston gives an opin-
ion as to the legal standing of both
parties, .

WARD FIVE TORIES.

The annual meeting of the Ward 5
Lib¢ral-Conservative Association is
cailed for Monday night in the Otrange
Hall, at College street and Euclid ave.
A number of prominent men are ex-
pected to he present and speak.

BAKER AGENCY MOVES.

Has New Office at 16-20 East Welling-
; ton Street. -

T.e Baker Advertising Agency, for
the past year 'jocgted in Saturdawv
Night Building, at 28 West Adelaide
street, has moved to new quarters at
16-20 Hast Wellington street, where
there is an abundance of light and

| fresh air and every facility for doing
{ first-class work. 'The Baker Advertis-

ing Agency has made good progress
during the yvear that it has been In
business, It

for whom it i8 doing good work.

FIRE IN
THEM

Our d amonds have a
flash that delights the
purchaser. Take a lock
at our gems. There is
exceptional value in
every one.

Wanless & Co.

Torcato's Ollest Jeweller

be  railroaded thru '

as over forty customers, :

Playfair v. Black—J. T. White for,
‘plaintiffs.r Defendant in person. An
application by plaintiff for removal of

for the rallway company in each ¢asa.

§ & G. Smith for MeMahon, Motion by
[ the reliway company fcr warants for
- immediate possession of land in each

case. Orders made for warrants to
{esue on payment into court of $6000 in
McMahon case, of $12,000 in Harvey
oase , of $1000 in Dillion case, and of

: 915,000 in McCarthy case.

Re Oag and Canadian Home Cireles
~J. E, Jonss for the soclety. W, T.
MeMulien (Woodstock flor Margaret |
Gunn, the claimant. Motion by the
scciety for-an order "under section 165
of-2Z Geo." V. cap 33, and for a finding

a4 to presumption of death of Benja-| .

min riton Qag. Stands for four
weeks to enable further énquiries to be
mwade and further material to° be filed.

‘Vance v. 3. T. Pacific Railway Co.

ving leav pay certaing
R e
Motion by committes |

>

" Here Since 1851—
o TR .

Guaranteed i

in Every

i

--F. McCarthy for defendants. No one | - -

¢ontra. Motion by defendants for an
order for payment out of court of $200
pald in ‘as security for costs. Order
made, 3 . :

Rex

‘WIMMMQ ‘Ask for Eddy's .

A blend of pure Highland malts,
- bottled in Scotland, exclusively for

v.  MecGarr—F. H. Hopkine part of the défendant - The head gate

(Lindsay) for Ges. McGarr. E. Bay- of the race pond formed no pact -of

Iy, K.C, for the magistrate. Motion the dam, which defendant undertook to

by defendant for an order quashing his |
conviction by a magistrate for baing
intoxicated in a public place. Motion
dlsmissed. No costs,

% Before Middleton, J,
Re Ryan and McCallim—W. G.

repalr, The amount

should be allowed ‘
amount claimed.
I think I would

1 ‘wo
‘be_liberal in ‘so doing
—3$500 to cover the damage doneé to the

: mill, incl . Tehe a8
Tiureton, K.C., for the spplicant. C. |any oo ,‘;,‘;‘g,;,h°;:;t::;;3mw¢§.
M. Colquhoun for MeCallum and the :construction. While the action tadls,
city. Motion by Bridgét-Ryan for & and must be dds g
mandatory crder directing the city ' Sty

-Retall and Wholesale

Large and varied 'ssicrtinedt
containing many unique designs.

stay of proceedings on a defuult judg- | architect to jssue a certificate a
ment. - Order made setting aside the 'ing of the alterations of certain plans
judgment and all proceedings there-, for an apartinent hovse mow in course |

atfer. No costs i

Re Eliza Allan Hart—F. Aylesworth
for applicant. Motion by applicant fo‘x-i
an order allowing service out of the !

of erection at the - intersection of |
Falmerston boulevard and Harbord |
street. ‘ |
- Judgment: There is nothing so far as

Jurisdiction of originating notice of ‘I éan gee¢ in the Municipal Act which

motion and of service of two parties
for others im same interest.  Onrder
e.

Hamilton Pressed Brick Co. v. Gib-
son—E. C. Ironside for <defendant.
Motion by defenidant on comsent for an
order dismissing action without cosis
and vacating certificate of lis pendeus.
Onrder made.

Campbell v. Parry—W. J, McLarty
for defendant. Motion by defendant
on consent for an order dismissing ac-
tion witholit costs and vacating certi-
flcate of s pendens. Order made.

Reider v. Dods—-McNally (Mills- &
Co.) for défendant Dods. = Finberg
‘(Heyd "& Co.) for plaintiff. Motion by
deéfendant Dods for an order dismissing
action as against him for want of pros-
lecuuon. Order made dismissing action

Dods with costs, .

Hudson v. Smith's Falis Electrie Co.
—F'. Aylgsworthh for defendants. Sin-
-clair (Kingstone & Co.) for third party.
P, McCarthy for plaintiff. Motion 'Ly
defendants for directions for trial of
third party notice. Enlarged until
November 6 next, but trial not to 'be
delayed.

Campbell vi Verral; Gibson v. Ver-
ral—T. N. Phelan for defendant in
each case. J. MacGregor for plaintiffs.
Motion by defendants in edch action
for an order setting aside statement
of. claim on ground of - res judicata,
Motions enlarged untll ° November 6
next. p .

Playfair v. Goude—0O. H. King for
plaintiffs. J. M. Clark for defendant.
Motion by plaintiff for judgment under
C. R, 603. Motion dismissed. Costs in
cause, .

Hancock v. Parry—W. J.© Mclarty
for defemdant. Motion by defgndant
on consent for an order dismissing ac-
tion without costs and vacating certi-
ficate of lis pendens. Order made.

Playfair v. McMillan—O. H. King for
'plaintiff. R. D. Moorhead for defend- |
ant. Motion by plaintiff for judgment '
under C. R. 608. Motion -dismissed.
Costs in the cause. .

Garb v. Garb—T. N. Phelan for de-
fendant. E. Schoff for plaintiff. Motion
by defendant for an order dismissing:
action for want of prosecntion. At
' plaintiff’s request meotion adjourned
until 5th inst. peremptorily. A

Moore v. Thrasher—D. J. O'Donog-
hue for plaintiff. F. Aylesworth for
defendant. ‘Motion by plaintiff for an
{order setting aside a praecipe order,
| for security for costs on the ground
'of assets within the furisdiction. Mo-
‘tion enlarged until Nolvember T to al-
‘low of further gpaterial.

& WwWoodruft’ v, ?‘Woodruff-—Wood (Mc-
Carthy & Co.) for defendant. Motion

: made restraining defendants as asked

jrolled as a sollcitor of the supreme

by defendant on consent for an order
dismissing action without costs.
der made.

Rogers v. National Portland Cement!

—J. G. Smith for defendant com-
gny:‘ é" R. Mackelcan for plaintiff.
Motion by defendant company for an
order dismissing action for non-attend-
ance of plaintiff for exammatio:) for
discovery under C. R. 464 Reserved.

H ¢ E Mo-
l—E, H. Sedgwick for plaintifis. 1

tion by plaintiffs for an order fox; the
issue of a writ and for service of no-

Or- !

|

authorizes the passing of a bylaw re-

quiring the obtaining of a bullding '
permit Both counsel esked me to deal l
wilb the mwtion upon-the assumption !
of the validity of the building bylaw..
It is conceded that the alteratior |
scught are alterations which require |
the assent of the architéct. The arch-

itect was justified in refusing to grant

the permit sought under efther bylaw !
6023 or bylaw 6081. If I am right in|

the view I have indicatod,. that the |0®

provisions of bylaw 48¢1, requiring the |
issue of a permit, is ultra vires, the |
refusal of this application should not |
wrejudice the appifcant if she has the |
right to complete ‘the building any ‘way
she pleases, so long as ft is in conform-
ity with the requiréments of the build-
ing bylaw at the time she commenced
its erection ‘on Oct. 10 last. This as-
pect of thie case, by reasom of the na-
ture of the present apnlication, not
being open for consideration, I can’ ses
nG reason for withholding coets.

_Single Court.
Before ' Latchford, J.'

Jamieson v. Gourlay-—J. R. Osborne
(Ottawa) for plaintiff; R. J. Slattery
(Arnprior) for defendant. An appeal
by plaintiff and cross-appeal by de-
fendant from the report of the master
at Ottawa upon a reference by the trial
judge to ascertain what damages, If
any, the plaintiff had suffered by any
breach by the defendant of the cons
tract between the parties as construed
by the court. s

Judgment: I can see no ground for
disturbing the master's conclusions
upon matters of fact. I think the
plaintiff should have the costs of ref-
erence. As success at the trial was
divided there should be no costs.of
the action to either party.

Toronto and Niagara Power Co. V.
City of Toronto—D. L. McCarthy;
K.C., for plaintffs; I ' S. Fairty for
defendants. . Motion by plaintiffs for
an order restraining defendants from
interfering or obstrueting plaintiffs in
erecting poles and stringing wires on
their line on Bathurst.street. Order

until the trial. Costs in cause unless
trial judge otherwise orders.

Before Middleton, J.
Mr. Stanley Howard Slater present-
ed his certificate of fitness and was on
the flat of the judge swoérn in and en-

court of judicature for Ontario.

Trial.
Before Falconbridge, C.J.

Pettit v. Barton—E. G. Porter, K.C.,
for plaintiff; €. M. Young (Picton) for
deiendant. An action on a promissory
note.
Judgment: Defendant entirely fails |

show absence of consideration. |

to

be allowed for more than three wit
nesses called to give ‘general eévidence
of this kind. ; p
Johyston v. Clark—D. Robertson, R.
C., for W.'H.- ht (Owen *
Sound) for Clark. @. G. (Men~
ford) for Power Company. G. Osler’
J. 8. Wilson (Meaford) for Mea~
ford. The plaintiff sued

Wy

; might ‘well have been pro-
secuted for manslaughter. The ju
ve found negligenee against Clark
& Son in the erection of the pile driver
insecure foundations. and .n
working it o ag to come

with ‘the electric ‘wires.
having it ;

and 1iu -not '

the

ed with costs. The action also fails
as against the town and should -be dis+
missed as against  the municipality
with costs. After some hesitation, I

conclude I should certify to allow the ||-

plaintiff -county ecourt costs
set-off.

without"

Son, which disentitles them to
kind of consideration.

Divisional Court. ’

Before Mulock. C.J.. Sutherland, J.'

Middlefon, J. s ;

Ward y. Dickénson—J, MaoGregor |
for deféndant. "H.' C. Maodbmme?or
plaintiff. An appeal by defendant from
the judgment of Latchford, J., of April
19, 1912. Defendant’s. counsel .stated
that owing to the death of Reporter
Emerson the evidence is not obtain-
able. ‘Order made that appeal be put
on Monday, : November 4th list. g

Rex v. Farah—F. Arnoldi, K.C., for
the crown. R. McKay, K.C., for.the
defendant. | A motion by the crown for
ac to ‘remove this case to the
high court and for a commission - to
take evidence in Paris. France. Coun- -
sel for thé crown stating that nego-
tiations are pending. motion ordered
10 be struck from list.” with leave (o -
either party to restore if negctiations
fail without fee. it ¢

Moran v. Burroughs-—F. Aylesworth,
for defendant. W, E, Raney, K.C., for .
plaintiff. An appeal by defendant from
the judgment of Britton, J.. of May 4,
1912, Counsel for defendant stated that |
owing to the death of Revorter Emer-
son the evidence 'is not ' obtainable.
Order made that case be put on lst
for Monday, November 4.

Welr v. Weir—0. H. King for de~ !
fendant A. Weir. R. H. Parmenter for |
plaintiff. An ‘appeal by defendant A. !
Weir from the judgment of Ciute, J., |
of May 15, 1912, Counsel for appellant |

any

| There ‘will be judgment for plaintiff istated that owing to the death of Re-

Canadian Carbon Co. V. Paniawerke |

for $2400 with interest from 11th Aug-
ust, 1911, and full ocosts of suit
Thirty days’ stay.

Before Middleton. J.
Seaman v. Sauble Falls Light and

| Power Co.—W, 8. Middlebro. K.C\., for

tice of same with' statement ef claim |

on the agent of defendant c-cmp;.my at
New York. Order made. Time for 4p-
pearance limited to 28 days.

{on

Judges’ Chambers. 1

Refore Latchford. J.
Charlebois v. Martin—FL

¢efendant.

Plaintiff. R. McKay and C. 8. Camer-
on (Owen Sound) for defendant. An
action to recover damages sustained
by plaintiff thru the break'ng of a dam
the Sauble River. whereby plain-
tif’s mill was flooded and partial'y
undermined and a quantity of lumbes
wae, it is sald, carried away and lost,
Judgment—It was abundantly proved

Ferguson | at the trial that the floods of 1912 wers
for plaintiff. A. J. R. Snow, K.C;, for junprecedented.
Motion by plaintiff for an ! to show that the disaster had taken

The plaintiff souzhit

order committing defendant to jall for |place before the water reached a helght

unsatisfactory answers ©n bis ey‘;am.
jnation as a judgment debtor. Enlarg-

which could be regarded as s2bnormal.
I think he faijled in this contention.

ed at defendant’s request until Nov, 5. Under 'the circumstances disclosed, I

next peremptorily.

Re Tay—G. R: Roach for Thomas W.
Tay. F. W. Harcourt, K.C.,, for in-
fants. Mot!an by Themas W. Tay for
an order for payment out of certain
nuoneys in court. Motion refused. No
oosts.

e Garde and Canadian Northern
Reilway Co,—W. Provdfoot, K.C., for
owner. A.J. Reid for the railway com-
pany. Motion by the land owner for
an order appointing arblitrators. Order

. made appointing J. D. Tisdale arbitra-*

Do not suficr
another day with
Itohin ﬁ’ leed-
ing, or Protrud.

am unable to find any liability »n the
ing Piles. No
surgical oper-

PILES: =

t
Dr, Chasc's Ointment wifl rcﬁ " o
nd os cerfainly cure yon. '3;')3’:?":&‘:?":5
icalers, or Edmanson, l{um & Co., Limited.

l'oronto. Sampie box
paper and excloso 2e, s't::pt ‘e&";‘,‘.},"w"’““"“,,.':”“
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{porter Jones the evidence is not ob-
jtainable. Order made that case be put
]Qn list for Mondav, Nevember 4.
Scully v. Madigan—J, F. Boland. for
|plaintift. E. F. Ritchle for defendant.
|An appeal by plaintiff from the Judg~
iment of Kelly. J. Counsél for defend-
;ant statéd that the evidence was not
yet compiete, but would ‘be on Tuesday,
[ November 5. Order that cass be placed
on list for Tuesday, Novembher 5.
National v. Brantford Street’ Ry, Co.
—G. F. McFarland for plaintiffs J.
G. Smith for defendants. An appeal
by plaintiffs from the judgment of
Kelly, Ji, of July 18, 1912. Ordér that
case be put on the list when Kelly, J.
is not sittine. ;
Pertelance v. Milne—R. Mec r
C., for defendant. A. G. Browlx(:n}; flgr
plaintiff. An appeal by defendant from
the judgment of Kehoe. J.. of district
court at Sudbury, of June 5. 1912. The
action was to recover damages in re-
spect of Dbreaking of plaintiff’s leg in
an accident in a saw mill. At the
ér;i;;{ the prlsin-tu'f was awarded $700
lamages a costs. A
and judgment reserved. A oy
Rex. v, Clark—J. R. Cartwright, K.
-» for the crown. No one for respond-
ent. An apveal by the attorney gen-
eral for Ontario from the decision ~f
Stone, district judge. at Algema, of

in contact l#

properly guyed ‘or welghted: |-
|They have assesséd N b AR
¥500 24 menit

I refuse the set-off because |’
of the gross miseconduct of Clark & '

Colors . perfectly | blending  and |
harmonizing with subject.: For
beautif, our mepaﬂ Vi L3
- ratf nday Schoo w
a to . qqggl. .. They 3
make . ‘sujtabl ristmas %
M Prices from'sc to 50¢ each, Large

Commission to Agents. -
-able occupation” for botld se
old or young. Large

Jury °

j /

ance, that of keeping up to ‘“concert

| “pitch” and securing that 100 per cent.

~of ‘effiglency - so meGessary’ to meet
‘sucsesstully business or sociai reqitire-
ments of the present 'age - You wil
“learn something about yourself

'you never knew before by reading this
book which will be forwarded wi

cost 1f you mention The Toremto
‘World. Eaba . i)

Room 448 . 280 College 84,
TORONTO, T

0 cofivict’ defe
_ liquor during - prol ,
hours. It Appears that a bBottle of Ui~

quor was allexed to haye been 0.
urchaser came for’
jto him on

Saturday and the :
and -.Jwgm*x q

gistrate refusing to
of selling

. P
same and it was delivere
Sunday. - -Appeal argued a

A

Improved Train Service.
Owing to the increased travel on day "
trains, Nos. 17 and 18, leaving Toro to
9 a.m. and Montreal 9.05 a.m., and In.

order to offer every comfort to passen- .., .

gers. the Canadian Pacific Rallw - has
‘inaugurated a parlor ca~service in ad -
tion to the standard first-class sleepers
between Toronte and’ Montreal, ‘which:
should prove popular with the travels
ing public. A od

s e

WA
' MTll krelief. A Bmm“
e
E otm:‘l Okla. , writes: *
me

July ‘11, 1912.. The fudszment appealed
from affirmed the aonviction of & ma~




