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defendant, occupyiog adjoiniflg lots, having dis-
puted as to tbe drainage of surface vater,

referred the question to fence viewers, 'who
awarded tbat defendant should open a ditch fi om

the hune fence between himself and defendant,

through the pl.sintiff's farm, of suffloient depth

to carry off the water then in the ditcb opened

by defendant, about twenty rods in lengtb, and

that the plaintiff should mnake and keep open
tbis same portion of ditcb, commencing at the

Uine fence, and of sufficient lengtb, width and

faîl, to carry off the water ; to b. two and a haîf

feet deep at the line fence'; said ditch to be
made hefore tbe lst Octoher, 1865

IIeid, following Muirray v. Dawson, 17 C. P.
588, that the award was bad. for not sufficientlY
defi.uing the point of commencement and course
and position of the ditch.

Semble, however, that it was not bad as dcl-
ded in that case, for oinitting to specify the tinle
within which each party was to performi bis

share of the work, for that the time tueutioned

applied to both.
To an action for trespass on the plaintiff's

land, dtefeudant pleaded justifying under the
award, alleging that the plaintiff paid haif tbe
expense of tbe award ais thereby directed, and

that defeadant, in pursuance of it, baving first
duly notified the plsintiff, entered on the Plain-
tiff's land and opened the ditch there as directed

by the award, doing Do unnecessçiry dnmage:
IJeld, that the plea was liad, as setting up a
right which the award, being invalid, could flot
give ; but that the facts miigbt be found to suP-
port a plea of leave and license.-Daw8on v
Mturray, 29 U. C. Q. B. 464.

SEDUGTION - EviDzENcuc 0f RApKc-DUTlt
JUDGU&-NEW TRIAL RKIPusRDi -leli, followiflg
Walsh v. Nattra.,s, 19 C. P 453, that wbere, in
an action of seduction, the evidence of tbe wit-
ness shews that a rap. was committed upon ber,
it is the duty of the Judge, in the interest Of
public justice, to stop the caste, and not leave it
to the jury, 'witb a direction to find for defendafit,
if in their opinion it was rape ; and this, eveu
,where tbe Judge bimself is flot clear that a rape
bas been committed. But Held, that defendant
canniot set aside the verdict for maisdirection i
this respect, as tbis will only b., dons in the
intere.sts o]' publie justice. -Wiliim, v. Robinson,
20 ki. C. C. P. 255.

SCHOOL IIATics-LEVx UPON NO2N.RRSIDECNT 0F

SCHOOL SECTION -Sýchool trustees, and collectorS
under their warrants, have no power, eitherunder

Con. Stat. U. C. chi. 64, or 23~ Vic. ch. 49, to

jevy on tbe property of a noii-resident of the

school section for rates assessed in respect of
property witbin that section.-The Chie]' Super-
intenderit of Education ini re Chapmact v. Thrasher
et al. 20 U. C. C. P. 259.

CONVICTION BY MAOISTRATE-C. S. C. 011. 93,
SEO. 2 8-INsuFFICîssqY -Held, that a convie-
tion, Purporting to be under Con. Stat. C. ch. 93,
sec, 28, cbarging that defendant, at a tirne and
Place named, wilfu1ll and raaliciously took and
carriecl aw the window sashes out of a build-
ing Owned by one C., against the form of the

Mtatute, &c., without alleging damage to any
Property, real or persoual. nid without flîîding
damage to any amount, was baci, îînd tbe con-
viction was therefore qua.se.-Regina v. Cas-
weli, 20 U. C. C. P. 275.

SIMPLIE OONTRACTS & A.FFÂIRS
0F EVERY DA4Y LIFE.

NOTES 0F N EW DECISI1ONS A ND LliADING;
CASES.

STATUTE 0F FRAUDS - SUFFICIENT NOTE 1-1

WRITING -The owner of land gave paroi autho-
rity to an agent to seli ; the agent accordingly
entered into a paroi contraet for the sale, and
communicated the fitct and the patrticulars of
the contract to bis principal by letter.

IIeld, a sufficient note or memorandum in writ-
ing to satis4fy the Statute of Fraud.i.-,Ifciaa
v. Bentiey, 16 Chan. Rep. 387.

BUILDING SOCIETIK5-POWER TO MAKLE NOTES

-PLgADING.....Declaration on a promissory note
made by defendants, a Building Society, incor-
porated under Con. Stat. U. C. ch, 53 Hetd
good on demurrer; for tbey migbt legally make
notes under certain circumstances. and it wouid
not b. assumed that they liad acted illegally.-
Snarr v. The Torontc Perm'rnent Blilding and

Sain nga, Socidtyi, 29 U. C. . B. 817.

BOUNDARLT LIE-vDEu-lt.bat the
entries in the diary of the surveyor, together
with a small piece of mRp, also produced, suP
posed to be bis (wbich was ail that remained ill
tbe Crown LaMis office sbewing the Hues ifl
questiýon rua). and the trace of a blaze for à
great part of the way, were evidence of the f'act
of the Uines having been run by him in the rian'
ner in wbitb be was directed to rua them by hiO
instructions (whicb were produced), althb) gh
there was no further evideuce upon the grottd
that the original lines bad been run.-Snith l1
Clunas et ai , 20 U. C. C. P. 213.
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