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plaintiff was riding did nut go to the end of their line—plaintiff’s
destination. The conductor informed him when the car stopped
he could take another car to the end of the line. = Plaintiff had
paid his fare in the first car, but had no transfer or any evidence,
except his vwn statement, that he wasentitledtoride on the second
car without paying. On his refusal to pay the fare demanded he
was ejected, and brought an acuon for damages. It was held
that he could not recover, even if he had a contract with defend-
ant for a ride to the end of the line, because the conductor was
not hound to accept his statement that he had such a contract;
it was plaintiff’'s duty to pay his fare, and seek redress for
violation of contract.” The case is not, perhaps, as clear in
favour ot the company as the learned judge seemed to think.
There was either a contract to carry the plaintiff, or there was
not. If there was, was it not the duty of the company to carry
out that contract, and, if necessary, provide transfer tickets, or,
as is done in some cities, have a transfer agent? And why
should the plaintiff be put to the expense of a suit to establish
his rights? Why should the company seek to shelter itself by
the ignorance of its agent? As far as this passenger was con-
cerned, the conductor was the company.

FELS FOR ABSTRACTS.

A question under the Registry Act was lately decided by the
Inspector of Registry Offices with regard to what fees are payable
to a registrar for an abstract of lands which have been sub-
divided into a number of smaller lots, The case arises out of
Morse v. Lambe, a mortgage action in which there are 271 defend-
ants. The mortgage was taken upon two township lots just nut-
side of Toronto. Since the date of the mortgage, the two lots
have been cut up into between three and four hundred small lots,
and the persons interested in these lots were made parties. In
order to ascertain what mortgages were against the lands, it was
necessary to file an abstract of title in the Master's office. The
plaintiff asked for an abstract of the lands mentioned in the
mortgage. The registrar claimed that in order to give this he had
to give abstracts of some 360 lots on the subdivision. A ques-
tion of fees arising, it was referred tr the Inspector, under the




