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Ditches an& Watercourses 4494i' J09mént fôr plaintiffi; with- omts for 4o- A Canlîlý -rfiek
whicÉý,require 1heJudge7ýof. the county per cent -of.the, expenditure made by;
court to béat and determine an -appeal, thein for the maintenance, of the bridges Ile following story is told by Edward
ftom ari :swalrd thereunder within two mentioned in the award befort the ist J. MeDermott in an article entitled-Il Fun
mo ths afttir receiving notice thereof, arc September, 1894. If the parties cannote ri the Stump,» in the Oçtober -number of
luèrely directèryt agree as to the,,ý amaunt, there, will be w Ce n tu ry.

VII-L,&Gt 011 LONDON WEýT YS. LOXDONý référence té as=Wn, it. -A few yeafs ago a plain country doctôr
IIGVAltà,'NTRi ASD ACCMIENT COQPANY.ý HAC-GERÉ vs.,TôWN.,6p OpÂuÈrex. and a Mr. May, wha was fond of jewel-

ery, and. *die' a valuable: diamOnd studjudgment in the DMsion.al"Coutt 'at iwhis shi .rtýbosbm
Act, 1892. se- 32, were runriing ý for! theToronto, -on appeal by plaintiff, ibè legislâ'ture in one of out coubtiies., Theli4iidaior* Of thý Haggen Brothèrs 1*iýu- face.wu close.àiid hot. At one speaking:By, a coritract in writing,- made in i8go, faciàriiig'.iCo., from the judgment of Màcý the décor mader the foitýo*ing fierce- andthe défendants agreed té guaranteé. the Màhc)n, in favai Of âéféndants, fin l'ari and djnýeréus, ihrust at bis Oppolient.p4iritiffs agaitist pecuniary loss by reason 'Of detinue dé trover for -çertain don'( you want - anôr fraud, or disbonestyon Ille part of an macÉi&iy and plant tlàirned by plat honest nian in theýlejislature? 01 courseemployé during one year from the datç,of M ébaiüls ôf the cýàmpâ'-qy, but- claitned you do. Nowý, what sort of ma ig mythé contract, or dering any year thereafter by défenigtft the corWaiion, of thé opponellit ? Why, gentlemen, look at thatin respect, of which the: defenâants should town, as ýa.ý of the-'iiéehold of the isc .onsent to accept the premium whiah- ivaà -foünd' wagnificent diàm.o'nd he wears 1 Itpremi,*es keown as the' Haggert rY, àlmost"es'biý and bright as the hcadlikhtthe consi'deraÏion for the'- contract, The in- thé tomen of Braiùptoli," which paned On a loéomotive'. Your eyes, can hardlyd" dints a ed, ç preffluta IR. to the corporation undèr a- moitkà'Se starïdýitsgrare. It is'worth hundreds-re$pect of eaëË,.oi the 'three ýb11,owin9 sôld'soràe ofthe- 2ttfètëiThe'co"ràtion "ebe thousands-of dollars. At whatyearsi and gave recéipis.eniitied. Il. rençwal -- -questièn to the 'd fendantâ Blain -àd- vàltlation do you - su -PPO se hé bas put itrecelptsl' ip ivhich the preiniums.Were McMurchy. lu8,Zùië6t for plaintiff for reriiiiýÏ,to as- "'rene fortaxationinhis tuinto the state as-wa PrFm'um delivery of- chitteg4iifia-iaéhL-d to build_ý s essor ? Why, at the pitiful surn of $îo!Heldi thaiýttw.,Coptt4ct was -a contract, itjg,- othèr than,ýpùternà, without costs., -hë érowd yelled (gr the doctor. ThrceOf, iààumnte,,made or. renewed, after the As ý fô Patterns, néw 'trial Ordereà ýOr days làter the' two met again in joint-c .bàmencement of, the Ç)ntario-Insurance refeiènéé io Mastér, as rt,ýpa les may elect, debaté. Again'the décor took up bis-Actý 1892, wÎt-bin the mean- sts-iliCoi reservi 8 ýèb case Of référence. Inle - pomtion - i - telling theme, and beld foith eloquenkty1ýing of-scctiffl 3-3. othet resýecm Judgment of MacMàhon,,J-, and passionatèly in denunciatidii of 'dis-Reldi also, that upon the true constfuc- affirified. honesty, and diamond3, and false assess-tion of sub-section 2, the contract could HOPKINS YS.TROTTER ýAND OWEN SO-UND. ments, and theri lie again told of May snot bé avoided byreason of misstaterrients, false murn té the assessor. Il Look atin the application , therefýw, because a Judgmentý4p bée in the action that gorgeour, pin, gebtiêmen! My eyesitalien b ' Miss: epp= recover from

sepulation on the face.of the contract pro- the town of Owen Sound and Mr. Richard can hardly endure its dazzlingý rays.viding for7 the avoidanceithereof for su& Trotter'àamages for injuries received by Solornon in all bis glory-ly
misstatements was not, ýý in stated ternis, that lady through a défective approach to Hold on there, doctor! said May.
limited to cases in which such misstate- the premises, of Mr,..Trotter, The action Il Do you mean té say that this pin ismeýts were material to the contract. was tried hy Mr. Justice, Ferguson at the worth more than twenty dollars ?

BItYCE VS. TOWN OF WOODSTOCK. last assizes here, and a verdict kas found "Yes, I do-twenty times or fifty times
judgment in action for damages, tried in favor of the plaintiff for $2oo, the judge tWentyodollars 1

af. Woodgtock, without a jut y, brought by resming for décision the légal point I Uld you give twenty dollars for it,
plaintiff again5t -the town of Woodstock, whether the défendant Trotter owed a dOctOr?
and défendant flicksp who ýoWrs and duty in law té the plaintiff. Notice to the "01 course I would."
dfives an omnibus thiere. 1 The pla.intiff corporation not having been given, in time Well, you can bave ît for that."
w as thrown out of the Ibu,;s by - reasori of by the plainýiff the town, of Owen Sound All right," said the décor, and he
âg runnin;g against boùldërs. at corner of was relea"d. The légal, point raised had hurriedly counted out the money and Look"

rts the pin. Thet May rose to speak, andMain and Finkle streets. The learfied not previously been decided in the cou
judge finds that there. was reasénable and is an important decision., It is now the crowd cheered him. He was un-
e:Fcuse for want of notice to the corpora- setiled'that a property holder having an doubtedly Itgamt:" and hônest. He was
tion, required to be given 1 by the Ontario app!oach to bis premises for bis own willing to take what he said' the pin was
Municipal Act, 1894, Hé vqsited the bencfit is liable to the general public to, worth., He was elected. A week alter

keep such approach in repair apart alto- the élection he called ou the doct6r andplace where thé accident occurred, the said, Il Doctor, Idont want to rob you ofbetter to understand thé eý idenèeý and is gether frým any liability there may be on
of opinio n thut the stones in question were the part of the municipal corporation. your money. Heres your twenty dollars.
ag obstruction àmoun 1 ting Co non-repair of judgment was given fer $2oo with costs. That pin you bought was paste. 1 got it
thé highway. He finds there was né Times. inLoùisville.afteryourfirst speech. Here
pëgli4erice on part of delendant Hicks, NEWSOME VS.- OXFORD. is my real diamond. 'If 1 can ever serve
and: knows - 01 110 prlnc , ple by which the Tâe finance committee of the Oxford you, let ine know."
town can be'ordered té pay, theïr co- county c6un-cil have dedded notto appeald fe danes cous, Action dismissed, as Law and législation are no4 -or shoulde a - froin the décision in Newsorne v. Oxford,apinst deféndant Hick3 with costs'to be týf publisbed in THIr. WORLI) for OCtOber. 'be, artificial things. The law of a

by Plàintiif. judgment in favor 0 The verdict was thought to be unjust, but growing national Or municipal organism isPl1iý tiff against- the town for $375 and full begotten of its own requirements andplain the committee as a whole favored a settle-cSts.ef action. adapted to the stage Of evolution reached,ment without incurring the further expense
TQWNSHIF OF MORRIS VS' COUNTY OF to be set aside when tbat stage is passed.

HURON. cSsequent upon an appeal. The basis . The cradle and the bib may be aiticles ôtofiwsettlement wbich seemed to meet necessity te, the infant, but they are mo$t-Action tried before Meredith, C. J., the approbation of the committee and
without a jury at Goderich, to, recOveT 40 which will in' all b bility be effect- decidely Il apticies de luxe" for the aduIL

the amount expended by the ed is that t a When the market price of a vote îs
per cent. Of hecountyo cials accepta. lump

« tiffs i n the maintenance of certain of stùm annually in lieu of all cott arýd then $zý5o, what is the valticef citizenship and,
bedges, fqunded mpon an, ýaward. parchaile their..o" stationery,. how.bighdoes man


