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by the Crown a to its Iying, and referred thie points raised to the
det'ision of a Diviuional Court, where they were sub"eqently
diseussed.

Held, that the issue of th4% warrant in question waq a minis-
terial ar~d nlot a judicial act, and therefore waE nlot reinovable by
certiorari.

Qiucre, whether the subpoena sumnmons which preceded the
waRrrant could have been lawfully served outside the jurisdiction
of the coroner.

..'Semble, but however this may be, the court agreed that it %vas
flot oxecuteuble ')eyond such jurisdiction, and since it appeared
that the %vitness whose attendance was desired has been subjected
to two exhaustive examinations it was thouglit that any further
examinations should bheconfined to new inatter and not be used
for the purpose of laying a foundation for atiy collateral purpose.

Cartwright, K.C., and J1. B. Mackenzie, for the Crown.
Lynch-FStat0oii, K.C., Rnbiwettt', K.C., and llobsoin, for the
iwitrncss.

KENT V. OCEA,ýN AC-IDENT CJO.

[April 29.

- looident iinsuraitec-Receilgt irk f Iil-laIii tiou-.-bijiry dc'velop-
ing after settlernent.

The plaintiff u n insurance inspector. and at the titue of
the accident, w'as hîsiired by defendanis. W hile a passenger on the
C.P.R., travelling froni Orangeville to Toronto, plaintif! reeeived
the injuries coinplained of. le returned the sanie evening to
Orangeville and did neot consider hiiiLçelf injured to any werioîis
extent. Afterwards the injurieu, developed and the plaintiI'.
put in a claimn for eight weeks' disability. The conipany sei.!
bhtn a cheque for $425 in settienient of th c laini and the pin intifi'
idacquitted and discharged the company fronro ail and ani3 further
claimi under said policy, which I have or might hereafter have,
ms the resuit of said injuries."' At the time plaintiff said h8
did not read this over and did not notice that it was a release
of ail his dlaim, or know the extent of his injuries. Since
signing the receipt plaintiff inutead of improving, became worse,
and for 21 weeks and about five days was totally disabled. There
was no question of fraud in this case. both parties acted bonà
flde.


