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JUDGUENTS,

Furnival v. Saunders,—Rule absolute.
Ianluch v, Iall —Rule discharged.
Merrilt v. Cousins.—Rule absolute.

December 22, 1666.

Bell v. Mills — Stauds.

The Queen v. The Cunadian Welland Naviga-
tien Company. — Rule nist refused.

Darling ~. Ihtchceck. — Rule nisi refused.
Leave to appeal granted.

Mclennan v. The Port Burwell Ilarbour Com-
pany —Rule nisi retused.

Ockerman v. Clapp.—Rule nisi refused.

Price v. MecCormick et al —Rule refased.

Rastrick v. The Great Western Railway Com-
pany —Stands.

Pomroy v. Wison —Ifeld, that a Court of
Quarter Sessions sitting in appeal on a decision
from a magistrate’s conviction cannot reserve a
point for the decision of one or other of the
Superior Courts: so no decision given on the
merits.

Clurke v Chipman —Ield, that in order to
sustain an action for money paid, it is enough
10 show a virtual though not an actual payment
of money. Rule discharged.

Bank of Upper Cunada v. Quwen.— [leld, that a

venue Inid in << the United Counties of,” de., !

and not County of, &c., one of the United Coun-

ties of,” &e., not sufficient. Judgmeut for defen- |
Leave to amend on payment |
i

dant on demurrer.
of costs.

Unitarian Congregation v. The Western Assu-
rance Company.—TPostea to plaintifis.

Raticeell v. Rathwell—Rule absolute to enter
verdict for plaintiff for $219.

Scratch v. Jackson.—Stands till next term

Souter et al. v. Ilagaman.—Rule absolute for
new trial, on payment of costs before Ist day of
nest term, otherwise rule discharged.

Gore Bank v. Meredith et al.—Rule absolute
to enter nonsuit.

In re Ilyland and the Judge of the County Court
of the County of Iastings.—Rule discharged.

Bickell v. Mathewson et al —Rule absolute, with
costs to abide the event, including costs of the
special case.

dodgins v. Grakam.—Rule absolute.

Jonis v. Seaton.—Rule absolute with costs.

Clissold v. Mackell. —Rule absolute to extend

the time for delivery of appeal on payment of
costs.

«COMMON PLEAS.

Preseut — Ricuarps, C J.; Apay WiLsoy, J.;
Jonx Wisox, J.
December 17, 1866.
Buchanan v. Harres.—Rule discharged.
ZBannerman v. Dewson.—Rale discharged.
Lewis v. Kebly.—Rule discharged.
Anderson v. Orcherd.—Rule discharged.
Carscallan v. The Corporation of the Lownship
of Saltfteet. —Judgment for plaintiff on demurrer,

" with liberty to defendantct

aneiel e bayen
of costs within four weeks.

Meller v. Mdler. — Judgment for p'ay it o
demurrer to second aud third pleas

Bluck v. Allun —Rule absolute to euter ver-
dict for defendaut.

Glass v. O Grudy.~-Ruie dischuged

Commercial Bunk v Coilia +f al. — Judgment
for plaintifis on demuurer.

Wiseman v. Williams et 2l — Judgment for
plaintiff on demurrer. Plaintifi’s rule discharged.
Defendant’s rule refused.

Merner v. Klein.—Rule absolute fur new trial.
Costs to abide the event.

Stabler v. Linster.—Rule vefused.

In e Lennoz and the Police Commissioners of
the City of Toronto.—Ileld, that Police Commis-
siouery have no power to pass by-laws or regu-
lations imposing penalties for noa-complinnce
with their by-laws or regulatious. Rule abso-
lute to quash conviction.

Furnival v. Suunders — Ruie abrolute for a

' probibition.

Kinloch ~v. Hall. — Held thut a plaintiff, al-
though deprived of all cost, in respect of his
verdict under sec. 324 of the € L P. Act, may
yet have full costs on » successful demurrer to
pleas of the defendant  Raule discharged, but as
the point 2 new one, without vosts

Cousins v. Merrill. — Rule absolute, without
costs.

Deecmber 22, 1866,
In re Leys v McPhersan —\ppeal from the
decision of the Judge vl the County Jourt of the
United Counties of York and Peei ailowed, and
rule nisi in the court Lelow to Lie discharged.
Killbride v. Cameron —Stanls for preduction

 of exhibits.

Cosford v. Drew — Defendants amendment

upon payment of 25s. costs, and their judgment
for defendauts without costs.

Millerv. Wiley et al.—Judgment for deizandant,

Meyers~. Brown.—Ield, that if taxes be validly
paid before sale of lands for tuxes the sale is void.
Judgment for plaindff on special case.

The Queen v. Hall.—Judgment for defendant,

Wright v. Skinner.—Rule absolute to enter a
nonsuit.

McCurdy v. Swift.—Rule absolute.
The Queen v. Atkinson.—Convicticn affirmed.

Flood v. The Great Western Railway Company.
Leave to appeal granted.

Bacon left a will appointing six executors,
but no property except his name and memory,
which he bequeathed to “men’s charitable
speeches, to foreign nations, and the next age.”

Lord Clarendon had nothing to leave his
daughter but his executor's kindness; and
Lord Nelson left ncither a will of real or per-
sonal estate behind him, although he bequeath-
ed his adopted daughter to the beneficence 6f
his country.



