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ATToRNEY-(IENERAL v. HAmIL-1ON STREET RAILWAV.

Sunday-Street Railways-Lords 1)ay Act, R.S. O, c. >oj, .r -Construction
-Ece'tin.
The words " or other person whatsoever " ini s. 1 of the Lord's Day Act,

R.S.O., c. 203, are te be construed as referring to persons rjvsden generis as
the persons named, merchant, tradesman, &c. ; and an incorporated company
or persens operating street cars on Sunday is not within the prohibition of the
enaciment.

Sandaman v. Beach, 7 B. & C. 96 ; and Regina v. Somers, 24 O.k. 244,
followed.

Semble, also, that the defendants, if the enactment applied, were within the
exception as to " con veying travellers."

Regina v. I)aggeil, i O.R. 537, followed.
Regina v. Tinning, i i U .C. R. 636,' not followed.
Mass, Q.C., and A. E. O'Meara, for the plaintiff.
Edward Martin, Q.C., and Kirwan Martin, for the defendants.

BOYD, C. Jan..
ROBERTSON, J.

FARMERiS' BANK V. -SARGENT.

Summaryjudgment-Promssory oite- Uncondiina Ira e ta deen.
On a motion for summary judgment under Rule 73 in an action iapon a

promissory note, one of the defendants gave facts on affidavit showing that the
note was without consideration, invalid, and fraudulont as te the first holders,
and stated bis belief that the plaintiffs were muing on behaif of the first holders
and bad notice of the circumitances invalidating the note, but stated. ne facts
as te sucb notice.

Hela', that the defendant sbould have unconditional beave te defend.
E. T. EnglüA, for the plaintiffs.
M. Wilkins, for the defendant.

Diviswna/ Court.
BOYD, C. (Jan. 9.STRawr, J. j
M EREDITHP J.

In re CURRY, CURRY V. CUR(RY.
Administration aorrEeur...Rerencg..C0 ,ci~~ o/-paris

An accounting party should net have the carrnage of the pirecoedingt in
the Master's office, especilly where there is cempetition b.tween au executor
and beneficaaries as te who should b. finst in obtalning an administration order.


