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MASTEF AND SERtVANT-MVONTH's NYOICF. 1ay PERtvAw-WRON0-
FUL DISMISSAL DUJRINO CURRENCY OIP NOTICEF-MEASURE or,
DAmA0E2-Lm~ OF BOARD AND LODGING.

Undsay v. Queen's 1fotel Co. (1819) 1 K.B. 212. Thiis also
4vas an action by a servant to reco ver damages for wrongful
disrnissa1. In this case the servant liad gîven a rnonth's notice

'4of Ieaving. But six days before the month had expired the
defendants wrongfully dismissed ber. The County Court Judge
aiiowed the plaintiff wages up to the time she would have left,
an~d also an extra month's wages for dismissal without notice.
On appeal by the (lefendants a Divisional Court held that although
a maater is entitled ta disiniss a servant without notice on paymnent
of a inonth's -vages, that that ivas flot tlic measure of damages
in this case, but that it wa-s mereiy the actual loss which the
plaintiff had sufferad, which the Court held was simply her wages

qýfor the six days w' also an alloivance for board and Iodging for
that period.

IIAILWAY -TnAVELLING WITHOUT PAYING F'AIE -INTENT TO
AVOID PAYMENT 0iF FARE-PURCHÀ.SE 0F NON-TUANSFERABLE

TICK MT FROM ANOTHER PASSENGER-(R.S.C., c. 37, s. 281).
Reynolds~ v. Reasfry (1919) 1 K.B. 215. This was a case

stated by a magistrate. The defendant was surnmoned for
breachi of the Regulation of 1Railways Act, 1889, w'hich provids
that if any person travels or atternpts to travel on a rai1way

Ul ~ witlhout having paid hie fare, and with intent to avoid payinent
thereof .lie shail be liable on conviction to a fine. Thc
defendant liad purchased a nonz-transfe.rable ticket mmý-rr another
passenger which lie tendered to the collector. The Justices were
of opinion that io intention to avoid payrnent of fare had been
di8closed; but a Divisional Court (Darling, Coleridge and Shear-
mari, JJ.) held that the defendant hud 110 right to travel on the
nori-transferable tickçet. an(] was guilty of a 1breach of the Act,
See R.8.C., c. 37, s. 281.

MEDL .MAN -MEDIC!AI AssocIATIO0N --- IN'EItFERENCE 13Y
A&SSOCIATION WIT.H I'RACTICE 0F A PROFESSIONq-UN'LAWFUL
mEANs - THREATS -- 3oycOqi----DEFAMATION---CORPO.RATION

.- MALCE-Rk;ýS»TRA1NT 0F TRADE.

Pratt v. BMiish Mlldical Â4ssocialion (1919) 1 N.B. 244. This
waq an irnpoi tant tcase anid one de£erving of careful consideration.


