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NOTES OF CANADIAN CASES. [Q. B. Div.

JJeZdI per HAGAR 'Y, C. J., that the Dominion
Statute was not it//ra vires by reason of its
adopting and applying the laws of Ontario as
tojurors to cririnial procedure.

Semble, that under sec. 139, C. S. U. C. ch.
31) wvhere no unindifference or fraudulent deal-
ing o)f the sheriff is shewn, any irregularities
are 110t assignabl)e for error.

P~er ARIMOUR andi CAMIERON, Jj.- Thle ob-
jection raiseci by the prisoner was not a good
ground of challenge to the array.

Quoe, whether when such a question lias been
reserved by a Judge at the trial, it can afterwards
be' made the Subjcct of a \%rit of error.

Ir7iz;z4r (,.C. for the Crowvn.
contra.

REGINA V. BISSELI.
NVeg'le£7 to szthbort 7('l/e--Gollvicliont -Evidence

of wife.
Tle wife is an inadmissible wîitness o'ý the

Poeuion of the hiusband for neglect to sup.-

REGINA V. NEIîSON.
PVztness absent fromI Canadaà--1),e/wsition- -

AdmPissibi*li!y.
The adîwiissibility of the deposition of an ab-

'Y,~1,et Wvitness, on a charge of forgery, %vas hield
to be in the discretion of the judge at the trial.

Osier, Q2.c., for prisoner.
Scolj/ Q.C., contra.

0MNIUIM SE(uRIllES CO. V. CAN. 1F. & M.

INS. CO.
~Ptre 1 flsuraelce -, Moe-tg-gor and' rnor/gagee -

St4bro«gatho,,--MIor/gagor's fraud in get/:ng
.15o/ny.

A4 rnlortgagoî. of realty to plaintiffs afterwards
'I'sured the buildings with defendants, loss, if
a4y, payable to plaintiffs. On a printed paper

*ainexed to Policy wVas contained an agreement
tilat the insurance, as to mortgagee's interest
ODIY, should rnt 'be voided by any act or
fleglect Of rrirtgagor or owner- of property inl-

sured, nor by occupation of the premises for

purposes mrore hazardous than permitted by
policy. On a loss occurring defendants resisted

payment, and on a reference to arbitration an
award was miade in plaintiff's favour, the arbi-

tration rejecting evidence in defendant's behaif
of the frauclulent procurement of the policy.

I-Je/a', that the above agreement related only to
future acts, that there was no guaranty of the

policy as indisputable, and that defendants were
not prcventcd from showing fraud in obtaining
policy. The case wvas therefore remitted to ad-
mit the rejected evidence.

REGINA v. REEVES.

Cab drier-Licezse.

Cap. 174, sec. 4 15, R. S. O., does not authorize
a license fee being imposed on cab drivers, nor
does 42 Vict. ch. 31, sect. 21, extend the power
of the Board of Police Commissioners 0V er per

sons not within its jurisdiction, s0 as to legalize
suchi a fee.

Osier,j.
(;ILES V. MORROW'.

Do7ver--A bsence (?f h tsband -Preszuniptioz of
deéalh.

The presumption of death, fromi the absence
of defendant's hutsband for more than seven

years, sufficient to support action of dower.

Caîncron, J.] [Dec. 12, 1882.

RE: INGERSOLL V. CARROLL

8v-au b ake grar'cl for street repaiirs-A7vard.

A by-law should define the granting of gravel
required to be taken froin a party's land fur road
repairing, and an award mnade in pursuance
thereof should fix value of the granting'réquired
as well as amoutit payable for right of entr), to
take the gravel.

Read, for applicant.
fIVelis, contra.

ian. 1, 1883-1

'Q. B. Div.]


