276

Notes or CANADIAN Casgs,

due enforcement of a law
relation to a matter with
power to deal ; and the
the keeping of public ho
for hire, being subj
cial Legislature 1,

of the Province in
which it alone has
granting of licenses for
uses and billiard tables
ects over which the pr
as exclusive jurisdiction.
Held, (1) that the enactment of the Statute
(R.S.0. ch. 181,) rendering it illegal to sell
liquor to infants, and restricting the hours within
which billiard Tooms in inns should be kept
OPeNn, Was not gty vires ; and (2) [reversing
the judgment of the Court below,] that the Pro.
vincial Parliament had power to delegate its
authority to the license commissioners,

Atty.-Gen, Mowat and Bethune, Q).C., for
appeal.

J- K. Kers, Q.C., and

ovin-

S. H. Blake, Q.C,, contra,
SMITH v. GolDpIE.
Patentaple nvention,

The plaintiff claimeq as his inv
purpose of purifying
a bolting

ention, for the
flour during its manufacture,
cloth or sieve, through which g current
of air was forced upwards by means of an ajr
chamber and a fan, or substitute therefor, and in
order to keep such sieve from becoming
a brush, or a number of brushes, arr.
such a manner as to traverse the unde
The air chamber and the fan combined with the
bolt or sieve were admittedly old ; and jt appear-
ed that one B. had Patented a machine which

was in use in the manufacture of semolina, in
which a simil t was in yse

pen the meshes of

clogged,
anged in
r surface.

ar brush arrangemen
for the purpose of keeping o
the sieve when used.

Held, (affirming the Judgment of §p

RAGGE,
C.), that the plaintifi’s invention w

as not patent-
able.
Ferguson, Q.C., and Howland, for the appell-
ant, .

W. Cassels and 1, Ball, contra,

WORKMAN v, Rogg,
Title by possesszbu—]mpro:
rent.

permitted the defendant L.
ands, upon an agreement that
e them in liey of rent,

ssession whenever R, requ
The impr()vements, it was sh
after consultation with R.

enents in liey of

The defendant R,
to occupy certain |

and
ired
ewn,
, and

would give up po
him to do so,
were all made
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Ct. of App.]
\

{August I'Lsi’

[Ct. of ApP"
—_—
there was no other acknowledgment of h: t
during thirteen years he was in posseSS‘OD'F

Held, (affirming the judgment of PROU )
V.C., 28 Gr. 243, Burron, J.A,, dissel‘ltmis’s
L. could not set up a title by length of I.)wr
ion as against R, ang a fortiord his crediton
plaintiff, could not do s0.

Moss, Q.C., and Fitch, for the appeal.

S. H. Blake, Q.C., contra.

00T
that
e55°

the

_ . . Cos.
HARVEY v. Tug . T. R anp G. W‘j rule
/g[ndc’?’ 0f parﬂ'es‘_[)ra[ﬂ'(f'—oﬂt- / Ay

94. . ns,

The plaintiff shipped goods from St'lf{:)eg 0
Quebec, to Dundas, Ont., by the railway Dundas
the defendants, and the goods arrived at e un-
in a damaged condition. The plaintiff, be"l]l‘:;.ble,
able to determine which company was
joined both as defendants. 00T, ]

Held, (affirming the order of PROUDF ger’ in
who had sustaineq the ruling of the Masvithin
Chambers, 9 P.R. 80, that the case cam‘e ‘ted in
rule 94, and thag the plaintiff was warran
making both Ccompanies defendants.

Mcdlichaer, Q.C., for the G. W. R. Co.

J K. Kers, Q.C,, for the ;. T. R. Co.
Muir, contra,

NixoN v. MaLrsy. nder
L, 7¢
Landlord ang tenant—Evidence of sur

cov-
. . " ona
In an action to recover a year’s rent

Vi
enant in a lease for three years, it was Sllllot‘he
that the defendant had harvested the Crop’S r(:l an
farm, and that they, together with the bdegpil‘il-
stable, were destroyed by fire l)ef()f‘? thﬁ ‘insur'
tion of the year, and that he was paid t, ('311‘ an
ance money ; whereupon he left [he.fdl,l ’CrOP'
plaintiff entered, ploughed and put in ‘,.al oc-
The plaintiff afterwards applied on seve of the
casions to the defendant for payment ot any
rent, when the defendant said h? had rI:ce.
money, and had not been paid his lnsuraumde t
was shown that a proposition had been
leave the matter to arbitration. I Jud

Held, [affirming the judgment of tlects of t
the County Court of Peel,] that .thf.: 2: and that
Plaintiff did not amount to an evictior ’rendel‘ in
there was not evidence to support a éul:;d to 1€”
law, and that the plaintiff was entit
cover,

Flemz'ng, for the appellant.

Laidlaw, contra,

ge !



