
teenral1 prvions olr-lf 1 Il Cilaada EliIt~ A, 1 111-n

Thi j st,.iony 13 1 lin~t iroducet i,o i nsfrpu
..lti tilled r lht ,Aut\11 1 te ýi1 Iliw t'cpIi~ Il thc Iliwr4 ru

tha1,t risc~ r fi il t r. he -tuulitd 1I fro-i vi a tl 'il a t 1in anr
act i to ree li ptnit 1i 'Il arin v. ltrcac4hcrlll l f 1i 1~ Qi iI 1 ri
j~7 i aiunde r r . Wi , 11892 2a Q. B. 321 Tr xorug v. Iý. l

~Vitod 11 2 Q. B. 11 1.
The eciiof Rcg. v. Fox. 18 R.1. 313. turnod uipon a

govrnth' al nid not uipon tht'gl ripovnilii of
cudence *L f.c n, thrufor csaih al mule gui ialij

aplplicabl, Ill civil uijts Ii thIn Province,
1 thiiik, theureforel, thlat thev dciftendntiii in ac l(tîin for

Pel*;itiies Ixnighlt haive stIucssfulliv rg-istedl aln attcnîipt to coml-
pI l li to) sbit t an etniainfor icoer; in ali
or'd lin cIoIIninonI law acution ho wa is of couirse bgolnd tof subI-

Tit U> ef xaninatiiion, ai Ile did si).

t i -It (1 1t t 1qf 1i i co cry ' hIi (-1h he cOitli 1not hailv e IlhaId i r
ani actin forI pentiesi heýý] thton aplieti- to) amlelld hlis state..
ment oif diaimi hy t ini ig Il cionliim into one for penlalt iI>.
At t w1ic Till, hei imade tho a ppl iclatilon, mor, than a vviar hiad
t*xIiried sincev the met -oniplainvid of wasIc omniiiittedg. and he

(' Iu il flot hav trout al new action for- theu penailties: SC
Ht - 12 of thel Act.
1it in k, untier these irei san-s thatfotilstnl

iig thei indioorsimntl uponm hli, writ, thil pliîiffii inuat he tk

ri - r i, ant t11 f111ft lte atppl g(i1 h 1ouiti be dismriinssd with costa.
f. . E 11io(tIt, b1ondoirn ii, s( 11îc itour for plaintiff.

ibos& llarpert- London, slicitors for defendaint.

Emwuii;iSON, J, MARC 11, 19I 2.

FOX V. KEN
Vortuço-? D'eolffrr*it lfortgqgr<ll Action for Sai# l'y Omc

RYauilRoe for Iiii,r,eIf Optly. Jmproper.

i)avitniport v. James. 'd 11ame 252 11., followe,l
Mfot ion for leajve, ftci anenti flta plead ingA,, il al miOrtfigg

JdLt i1 1dapNt ik tae J. aioniv , deoeed f h a jo1gýini i ri il thes
moitrtigge m admnùistratoir of Johin J, Sien, whiodi si


