
.&Prûl, 1879.] CÂNrADAÀ W.

,Q. B.] NoTEs Or

018se any promisery note for a cash pre-
UUin or for any payment or amsazment onr

any Premium note * * given to the Cern-
POany or te any officer or agent, be net paid
Wehen due the policy * * shall be nul1 and
Void, and the Company shall net be liable

'0" any losa occurring before or after the
raturity of such note:

Zfeld, Arnour, J., dissenting, that the
atatute.had been sufflciently complied with
;M te the additional condition, whieh was
slIftlciently indicated 'and set forth so as te
13e binding upon the assured,

R~eid, Armour, J., dissenting, alse, that
that the condition was net an unreasonable

Robinson, Q.0., for plaintiff.
Jiethune, Q. C., contra.

SURGEONS 01P ONTRIOu.

IN RE JOHN MCCONNELL.

AND

edical prct itionr-Conviction forfelrmy-
Brasure of name from register of ph2 1sician8
-37 'Pie, ch. 30, as. 34, 39-Mandam4s

to reostore.

One C. was convicted in 1869 of man-
filaughter and sentenced te five years' un-
Pisonznent in the Penitentiary. Before
't8 expiration his sentence was remitted,
'nd in 1874 he applied te defendants for
i'egistration, and was duly admitted and
Placed upon the register as a bachelor of
146dicine. At the time ef the applica-
tIn for regiétration the Secretary was
'lot aware of the conviction, nor did he ask
thie &pplicant any questions. Subsequent-

on' 1 aacertaining the fact, under direction
of the defendants,. and without notice te C.
t'le Secretary erased his name frorn the
Igeater.

-Reld, thatC. had been guilty of no faise
Or fraudulent representation within 37 Vict
eh. Boy sec. 39, 0.

»Zd, aise that C's. case was net within
se 34 of the same Act which referred to
tle conviction for felony of a p erson al-
164MY regiatered, as C. had been registered

Wihtfraud or rnisrepresentation aller
* Iioeperiod of punishment lad elapaed.
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c'Ulm. [Q. B.

L. mandamus wa therefore granted to

,estore his name to, the register.
Robinsm, Q. C. for applicant.
Kingsmil, cont'ra.

GRAND HOTEL 0o. V. CROS8.

r1tutom-RigI to drink water8 of sping-
Hg1waY-By-law.

Where the land in question had only

been granted by the Crown lesu than haif a

3entury,
Held, that there oould be no cuistom

establizhed to drink the waters of a spriflg
situate thereon.

The road leadfing te the spring had been

closed by the Township Council by by-Iaw

in 1858, and another road laid out instead.

Held, per HÀGÂRTY, C. J., on the evidence

set out in this case, that since that time

the former road was not a publie highway,
but merely used for the convenience of

persens frequenting the spripg or the hotel

and grounds connected therewith.
Held, aise, per HÂGÂRTY, (J. J., that the

Court ought not after the lapse of 80 long

a time te, entertain objections sgaindt the

by-law closing the road in question.
Per ARMOUR, J., that the by-law in ques-

tion had no effeet te take away the character
of the road a a highway.

C Robinson, Q.C0., for plaintiffs.
Bethune, Q.C., and Cross for defendant.

Au.nFN v. MCQuÂiRiE.

-Action a6lainst Jutice of .Peace-Notice of
action-Bona fides.

fleid, in an action against a Justice of

the Peace, where ne notice of action à8

g)iven, that a plaintiff in such action is en-

titled te have submitted to the jurY, the

question whether the defendant acted, bona

»id, or with colour of reason, ini the a"t

complained of, se as te entitle hirm te a

notice of action under R. B. 0. 0. 73.
Hod gins, Q.0. , for plaintiff.
OsIer, contra.

O'SULLTIVAK v. VIICTORIA RY. Ce0.

Master a*d sermnt--Negligsw.

Plaintiff, an employee of defendants, wus

sent by the forema" of the worloe te oies-


