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bound to produce and put in, as part of their Chiarle.îworli, 5 B. & C. 574, or where a per-case, the written advertisernent, referred to by son isaprcae atîug h p tre hthe defendant in the article complained of; and issued, such person can maintanteasthe plaintiffs, tbougb protesting, accepted the against a wrongdoer.. elruling, and put in the evidence. A tenant taking in land adjacent tO his andHleid that the ruling was wrong ; but that the by encroachment, must as betweell hifl-selfaplaintiffs were flot entitled to a new trial', as the the landlord be deemed brili,,icl-e t akonly wrong to the plaintiffs was to let the de- aprtof the dernised land, but that 1 eifendant's counsel have the last wvord with the tion w ili flot prevail for the landlord'Sbjury. 
against third persons.The statemient in Odgers, 1BI. ed., S. 573, that DIckson, Q.C., for the plaintiffs."if the alleged libel refers to any other docu- C7le and Burdielle for the defefldants-

an s~ aiso entîtlecj to have thedocument read,' as part of the plaintiff's case,"
is too broad.

Watson, Q.C., for the plaintiffs.
W Iead for thie defendant.

Clzancery Divisioni.

RoBERTsON, J.]
ELLIOTI' v BUSSELL

[MNay 14.

Ilusband and Wie-Money laïd by wife for use
Of husbandCorroborati

7 ,e evidence.
When in the administration proceedings ofan estate of a deceased testator, it appearedthat the plaintiff, bis widow, had paid at thetestator's request,9 out of hier separate property,certain prerniurns payable by him on two LifeAssurance policies on bis own life, and theplaintiff swore that she was to be repaid the

arnounts 50 paid by bier:
Held, that, on the plaintiff claiming theseInoneys in the agministration proceedings, theonus was on the defendant, the executor, tosbew that they were a gift from the plaintiff tothe testator, anid that it was flot incumbent onthe plaintiff to prove tbat the moneys were tobe repaid to bier before she could recover.
Laidlaw, Q.C., for the defendant.
Kil,zer for the plaintif.

ROBERTSON, J.]
BRUVEA v. ROSE.

[May 22.

A et'on of /resPass- OccuPant qf crown lands-Possession by tenant-Statute Of Limnitations.
The resuit of the cases appears to be thatwbere a person is in possession witb tbe assentof tbe Crown paying rent, as in Harper v.

BOD, C.] [pile 4.
BANK OF COMMERCE 71. MIARK'

I'arnershzY6-.Debts of oi'd lÎruz-Prizu/Y*

G. M. & J. B. D., trading under th e tr
naine of 'M. D. & Co., becare indebted on M
tain promnissory notes to the plaintiffs . 5 i
left the firro, and S. M. formed a partn 0der
with J. B. D)., and continued the business ud
the saie firrn naine, and this new fiîni agrd
to assume the liabilities of the old firiT) Ci O

IIeld; that the plaintiffs had no right Of acto
against the new firî, merely becauSe te latter
had, pursuant to their agreement with 0d jir 1'
made certain payrents on accouft ofthe noer
to the plaintiffs; nor because, apparen~tî a
a mistake of law, the new firmh ad askedfra
extension of turne from the plaintiffs.

W Casse/s, Q.C., for the plaintiffs.
Laidlaw, Q.C., for the defendant Playfar.
Scott for the delendant Balfour.

Div'l Ct.] Co
CITY F KINGSTON V. CANADA LIFE- Ass,

Assesrnent and taxes-Inisu; ance *'Ptof
Head office and branch office-Assess"' ï93
incoine ai branch office-R.S. O. 187' C
Held; reversing the decision of FERGUSOei3

reported 18 0. R. 18, that the amnouft Of Prat5
iums, received year by year bv the defe
at Kingston, were not-assessable there. h

"Income,"1 as commrerciaîî; used, 11ea Of
balance Of gain over loss in the fiscal Y.e~ th
other oeriod of computation, and this 't ACmeaning of the word in the AssesSnen t in'
No distinct integral part of the defenda11nts t
core was referable to Kingston. The 0 t~
profit (if any> of tbe whole business f the ol


