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zoswere thefollowing: (1) Is sub-sec.
2 of sec. 51 of tise liquor.license act, 11.S.
0., ch. 194, requiring every brewer, dis-
tille r or other person duly licensed by the

-Government of Caniada, as iuetîtioned ini
sub-se. 1, ýo first obtain a liceisse, under
the tiet to .;eil by wholesale the liquor
nianufactured by hitn, %yhe *i sold for con-
sumption within the Province, a valid en-
actinent ? (2) Ras tIse Legislature of On-
tario power-, either iii order to raise a re-
venue for Provincial purposes, or for any
other object withïi Provincial jurisdic-
tiols, to require brewers, distiller,% and
otiier persons duly licensed by t.he Gos'-
ernînent of Canada foi- tIse manufacture
and sa le of fernsented, spirituous, or other
liquors, to take out licenses to sel1 the
liquors îîîan'xfactured hy them. and to pay
a. liceisse fee therefor? (3) If so, mus.
one ami thse sas-e fee be emacted froîn ahl
studs brewers, distillers and persons ? The
-court answercd tise first and second quses-
tions iii the affirmiative, and the third in
the negative, following the previous de-

-cîsion lin Regintt v. flhiday, 21 A. R.,
42. J. IL. Cartwvrighît. Q.C,, a,,nd J. J.
_Maclaren. Q.C., for the, Attorney-General

-for Ontario. S. I. Blake, Q.C., for the
l3rewei-s' and Distillers' Association.

TRUST -Loan. CO., N'. M)cKetîie-l-ttli
.Ianuaiy, 1896. - Mort-gage -- Equity of
R1e.deiniptioni-Bxt-eiiioii of tifle of pay-
nient îvithi increased issterest - IRelease
of mnortgagor. Appeal by plaintiffs
f ri judgrnent of R1ober~tson, J. The
defeisdaiit aft.er making a mnortgrage
sold his cquity of redeisiption. Whien the
-mortgage becai-re due the îîîortgagee ern-
tered into an agreenient witli the owner
-of tIse equity exteîiding the tiîne for pay-
nient of Pi-in ipamd and increasing the rate
of iu3teî-est w'iýthout tIse consent of thie de-
fendant notggibut reserving ait
riglits agitinst hlmi. Robertson, J., fol-
lowed Bristol -k West., of En-land, v. Mc-
lCenzip, 94 0.11., 286, and fouîsd that d.e-
fendant w-as i-eleasedl. The cour-t now
*distinguislîed tîsat case and Iseld that this
"case is -one »of indeînnity not suretyship,
andl tîmerefore défendant înortgagori o
i-elea;ed,ati-zi-llowed tIse appeal %mith costs.

Mrarsh, Q.C., for plainitiffs (appellants.)
J. N. Fishi (Orangeville) for defendaxît.

MANLLY v. London Loaîi Co.-l4th.
January, I 896.-..iorta,ve blendino- pay-
ment of paýyiient of principal and iintere.jt
together-Riehts of purcliaser of Eqjuity
of Redenmption. Tise question raised iii
this case ivas %Yhether under the circuin-
stances a inortgage made by orle Martin tu
a boan. conpany upon the wvell known plan
of blending paynionts of principal and in-
terest mnade repayable ini instalments and.
assigned :to defendants is good in their
hands for its face value against theu plain-
tiff, a purchaser froin Martin. The plain-
tiff seeks to redeem, and savs lie should
be required to pay only the amnounit ac-
tually adv'anced to Martin. M~eredith, J.,
found against plaintiff, wlio appeitled and
Boyd, 0., and Robertson, J., reversed the
trial judginent. Tise defendaîits then. zp-
pealed to the Court of Appeal and tiseir
mippeal is now dismisQed wvitls costs. Gib.
bons, Q.C,, for defendants. W. H. Blake
for plaintiff.

*WTmo.rr v. cFrne-3dJanuary,
1896.-llule 271-Jurisdiction-Motion
to strike. out; defence. TuI this case the
Divisional Court dismissed with costs tiie
plaintiff's appeal f roin the order of the
Master in Chamibers disiini ising plaintiff's
mnotion to strike out defence of defendant
Wilson. The court lield that wlhere relief
is soughit as to priority upon assets ir the
liavds of tise defendants iii the Province
of Quebec, the question as to juriscliction
of an Ontario court is properly raised,
after appearance by statemnent of defenée,
and such cases are flot wvithiiii Rule 2-7 1,
and inoving to, set aside service of process
is not the proper course. A. C.iMoMlastetr
for plaintif;, W. M. Doulas for defendant
wil.on.

Re RoDGIxNs andOCity of Toironto.-lâtli
Janvary, 1896.-Tse Municipal Act, 1892.
-Sidewalks-Notice-Sec. 623 (b) Nlo-
tice by newspaper. Judgment on appeat
by the corporaxtion of the City of Toronto -
from order and decisiomi of Streeb, J., (26


