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andijtuie by an engine and tender at a rail-
ea rossi'ig where eight tracks crossed the

road and where trains were continually shunt-

lie1d, that where the company are nut able to
rOnplY'With the terms Of S. 256 Of 51 Vict., c- 29,

-1ringing a bell or sounding a wbistle, at
laghty rods from a crossing, because the

tiigin starts to cross within that distance, some
Other kind of precaution s'nould be taken to
wvarri the Public of danger; and where, as in this
ýae the crossing is unusually dangerous, it is
"Icu'nibent upon tbemri to use even greater and
Other Precautions than those required by the
Statute.
* Ield, also, that an engine witb tender, mov-
îTgreversely, is a II train of cars " within the
'lnn 0f S. 260, and sorne one should be

.tatiofled On the tender to warn persons cross-
in the track.

hy te' "e lstop, look, and listen," as applied
ePennsyîvania State Courts to persons

about to cross a railway track, is not in force
ad's flot one that should be adopted.
Meyers for the plaintiff.

Wall/ace Nesbitt and Angus MacMurchy for

IN RE D)UNLOP.
9'License Act- R.S. O., c 9,S iCn

ctUC'Oon Of transfer of license- Certiicate of
electors-53 Vict., c. S6, s. i-County /uadge
-i4risdiction to revoke license.

ýetG 1 9 91 of the Liquor License Act, R.S.O.,
siue , 1 a Penal enactment and is to be con-
lies .trictly ; and as it refers only to "Ia
,of th ISsued » contrary to any of the provisions
anci t Act and flot to a "Ilicense transferred,"

to~ the licensee and flot to the îransferee, a

ttt,,JUdge bas no jurisdiction under il to

a 1 l a complaint against a transferee that
hil ebas been improperly îransferred to

or ad bas no jurisdiction under it to revoke
cacla license flot at1ready issued.

1 h aPPicant was, in the month of Mardi,

Il 1) he oldr o awholesale license to seil'Ro nPreniises in polling subdivision io in

slIbcli .'le holder of a shop license in polling
qplSI1'i 18 transferred bis license to the

ca'nt 0'n the 26t1i March, 1891. On the

sitdYthe license commissioneis, on the
Ilof the applicant, flot accompanied by a

7.iîz ziditziz Cases.

certificate signed by a majority of the electors
ini polling subdivision io, consented in writing
to the transfer of the shop license, and t0 its
transfer t0 the premises in polling subdivision
io, and also cancelled the applicant's wholesale
license.

Heid, that the commissioners erred in con-

senting to the transfer of the shop license to the

premises of the applicant in polling subdivision
10 without bis petition therefor being accom-
panied by the certificate required by 53 Vict., C.

5 ,s. i.

Du Vernet for the applicant.
Langton, Q.C., for the comimissioners.

Cltancery Divisl'in.

[Feb. 17.ROB1ERTSON, T.]

ZimmER v. GRANiD TRUNK Rv. CO.

Action for negiîgence-RaiwaY companies-
Limitation of actions-Grand Trunk Rail-

waY-G.S.C., c. 66, s. j3-I Vici., c. 29, s.

2S7.

Held, that s. 287 of the Railway Act, 1888,
5i Vict., c. 29 (D.), by implication repeals C.S.C.,
c. 66, s. 83, and, therefore, the plaintiff was flot
barred of bis action for danmages for negligence
against the defendants in respect 10 injuries

siîstained through disrepair of one of their

bridges by the lapse of six montbs since the

accrual of the cause of action, but bas one year
within which t0 commence bis action.

Rowe for plaintiff.
W. Nesbiti for defendants.

RE CAMERON, MASON V. CAMERON.

Insurance for benefit of wives and children-
Ap5ortiontnent by will-R.S. O. (1887), C.

ij6 -5 Vict., c. 39, s. 6.

On May 26tb, 1885, tbe testator insured in the

Canadian Mutual Aid Association, payable 10

bis w'ife if slîe survived birn ; if not, to bis chil-

dren. On October 6tb, 1887, he also insured in

the Canadian Order of Foresters, payable 10

bis wife and children. On August 12th, i891,

he made bis will, bequeathing t0 bis wife one-

baif of bis life policies for her life and widow-
hood and, after her decease, 10 be given to bis

surviving children in equal proportions.


