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8. dated and registered in 1867, but the regis-
trar had omitted to enter defendants deed in the
abstract index, and in consequence, wben the
plaintiff enquired at the registry office before
taking bis deed, he was told that the patentee
had made no conveyance.- Held, uiider 29 Vict.
c. 24, D., that the Regitrar'8 omission did flot
invalidate the registration, or deprive defend-
ants' deed of its priority.

The divisions of a statute, under whicli the
clauses are arranged and classified, may be look-
ed to as affording a key to the construction.

The plaintiff had eut timber on lot 24, which
was bis, and on lot 25, beiieving that he owned
both lots, and ail had been drawn away together
to a lake about three miles distant. Defendants'
agent took away a quantity, which had been eut
on both lots, being forbidden by the plaintiff,
who swore that he could have distinguislied the
timber cut on each lot by the marks, and tQld
defeudants' agent so, but tbat the agent said lie
would take it no0 matter wliere it came froin.
Held, that defendants were liable in trespars for
the timber eut on lot 24.

The authorities as to confusion of property re-
viewed.

JULIA ELIZABETa BLAcKmoRs, ADMINISTRA-
Titix 0F LEWIS HARRoLID BLACKMORE, DE-
cEAsED), v. THE TORONTO STREET RAIL-
WAY COMPANY.

Street R. W. Co.-Accident to newsboy-Right of action
-Ncgli4jenee-Cotributoll ney ligence.

The deceased, a boy selling newspapers, got
on a street railway car at the rear end and puss-
ed tbrougli the car to the front platform, wliere
the driver was standing. He stepped to one aide
behind tbe driver, and feil off or disappeared
from tbe car, there being no stop on that aide,
and was kiiled by tbe car runîîing over lim.
Be bad said just before that lie was going on
sons distance further in the car, aud the con-
ductor at tlie time 8tated that he lad reported
the want of a @tep to the owners of the railway,
but it had flot been attended to. There was
plenty of room in the car, but it was proved
that passengers were always allowed to stand on
the platforxn. It was lot; sliewn tbat the de-
ceased bad eitlier paid or been asked for bis fare,
but it appeared that newsboys were ailowed to
enter the cars ta seli newspapers wiýhout being
charged.

Heid, that the deceased waF. lawfulIy on the
car, and being so wss entitled to be carried safe.
Iy, whetlier he was a passenger for reward or not.

Held als, MOuaîSON, J., dissenting, that
there wus evidence for tbe jury of negligence on

the part of defendants in the absence of the step,
and 110 sucli controbutory negligence on the part
of the deceased as sbould, as a matter of law,
prevent the piaintiff's recovery. A non-suit wus
tberefore set aside.

Upon appeal this decision wus reversed, on
tbe ground that uniess the deceased was upon
the cars as a passenger, on a contract of carrnage
express or implied, snd not as àt mers liçensse
or vounteer, lie had no riglit of action againît
tbe defendants for the absence of the step, which
was no breach of duty to him, bu'tt must takre
tbe car as be found it; and that upou the evi-
dence lie must be taken to bave been a liceusee
only.

REGiNA v. WILLIAM HENRT SMITH.

Ilàdietmeat for Jfnrder-Hsidence of aceorplice Ris-
panneling Jury- Challenge for eause-Trial of.

Upon a trial for nurder it appeared that the
deceased was found dead in his stable in the
morning, killed by a gun shot wound. The
prisoner was a hired man in bis bouse. His
widow the principal witness for the Crown, tes-
tified that sIe and her hnsband went to bed by
ten o'clock ; that afterwards ber busband, being
aronsed by the noise in tbe stable, got up and
went ont ; tbat she board tbe report of a gunn;
that a few minutes after the prisoner tapped, at
tbe door wbich she opened ; that he said lie had
done it ; that be told her to keep quiet, and
give lîim time ta get into bed, wliich. she did ;
tbat aIe waited a few minutes and then gave
the alarni, caliing the prisoner and anothér mnu
wbo was sleeping in the bouse, who went ont
together and discovered the body. She aiso
swore that tbe prisoner lad toid ber lie wau plan.
ning the murder, but tliat.sbe did flot thon con-
aider lin in earnest. Tliere was evidencê., apart
from ber own, of ber iînproper intimacy with,
tlie prisoner, and a truc bihli ad been found
against lier for the inurder.

The jury were told that there was to direct
evideuce corroborating lier testimony ; the nul.
reqnirilig the evidence of an accomplice to b.
confirîned was explained to thena, and tliey were
directed that before convicting tbey sliould be
satisfied the circunstantial evidence reiied upon
by the Crown did corroborate ber teAimony.
They cunvicted. questions were neserved under
C. S. C. cli. 112, whetbèn the widow waa
au accomplice, and wletlier there was suf.
ficient evidence to subinit to tlie jury.

Helci, tliat wbether slie was an accom~plies or
not, there was no ground for distunbing the ver-
dict 1
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