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Held, that it was not necessary to prove that thc bond was assigned
hefore the issue of the writ. That will be presumed to be done flrst, which
ought to be s0, In any case the assignment of the bond is oni>' a niatter
of forrn, and may be made at any tirne.

'rhanksgiving Day is a legal holiday within the ileaning of the words
()f s. 54 Of the Act 52 Vict., C. 27. IlProvided that when Christmas Day
ar New Year's Day or any other legal holiday shall fait upon Thursday, the
said court shali be held on the Friday in such week," and where a sumnions,
returnable on Thursday, Nov. 17, was flot served two clear days before the
return day as provided by s, 72 of the said Act, the cause %vas properly
heard and deterrnined on Friday, Nov. 25, being Ilthe court day next aftcr
the return of the process," within the meaning of the said last mentioned
section. Verdict for plaintiff confirmed.

Bf. H. PickeltandA. .4. Wilson, K.C., forplaintiff. 1WV IY. Wa//'ace,
*< .C., for defendant.

En 1Banc.] CRUISE V. CITY OF i%-0N'CTON. [Feb Z2

L'ceai boa,-d of heal//h-No au/ton/y /0 bindl M/e eottora/ùt; of M/e ei/i, or
town f'or w/uc/t il t's consfited

The plaintiff, a duly registered physician and surgeon, was employed
by the local board of health of the city of Moncton, to perforni certain
serviceý i connection with the out-break of srnall-pox in that city, and,
havirg failed to get his bill paid, brought an action against the cit>' corpora-
tion for the recovery thereof. Trhe board of health %vas coristituted u3îder
the Provincial B3oard of H-ealth Act.

11e/l, on demurrer to defendant's pleas, that the board of health had
aio authorit>' in law to create a liability on the city corporation. judgnient
for defendant on demurrer.

Jfae-vey Atki.tsurn, for plaintiff. I. B. Chand/er-, K. C., for defondant.

En Banc.] MIELLON V. IMUNICIPALITY OF Kîr«is. [Felh, 2 2

Supere Court1 Ae, s. 37j- Gos/s on en/t y qJ fto/e prose9zti.

A judge has no power under s. 373 of the Supreme Court Act to iake
a Pertificate depriving of their costs defendants against %vhoni a nolle
prosequi had been entered. It is only one or more of several defendants
for whom a verdict passes on a trial, whoni a judge can deprive of his or
their costs b>' certifying that there wvas reasonable cause for iakinig such
person or persons defendant or defendants. Certificate rescinded %vith
costs.

Stock/on, K.C., for plaintifl. A. S. W/,1ite, K. C., for defendan ts.


