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tire all frruiitic tiorr the rssii.pirtor tira i iL IL I;v-iaw pft"c'i for 1corrtenril.d trrît toun tir,-e vricrrce lire Inn rrg i. i' ri geralrr Iiii erg,
irshriig irrrrrey lir servjeei s tt t' ugirg te ther culer t >car, .1. tu wvich iri i.îw itIiirrrrrrtrd te a y,-tcley htrrrrg. mitre th ie pirr-
jury rh'lits ciel Juil irg due wi tir i thtra yerir. Voti t n e iie tout ýr' till' waw zrît eirtitied *, reroer' nmry il .gr' t,,r the yr'.rr uiifflrntn

tit we shoui lic wari rteti in tret'arhg ti by-iîw rat orne cf tirat tirat yertr w as c xpiretl 'l'ie le;rîetI jurrtgc left l tri opern qre- lion
rie4crilitrori. For ail that aplpe4r. i thie fae of' il, il rs open tu te tire jrry tri sriy wliretic it wrîs n weekiy furr ing ur riti 'i'ey
nio machr objection, The interr'st rand sirikrrrg fund spoken ti rry 1 fourtid it wIt5 a ivt-ekiy iring, anti gave pliuinrtti'f a verdict rer tire
lirav rio relation te anry otirer tinan tire c urrerit yeuîr, andt ticrnri f ui trre ia r' iris ci raim

mray bo trriri as te tire rimprrrvehr nt of rrnd i id brridiges, v inrei i n1 M1a reri aiirs terra, IL C Caitieror citai neri a rule nier '.r IL
rcrjuircrl mnrey t, lie larid out tîjier tiet. Tl'ie Stritutes diu re- rnew trrrîi, tire ver'lict hieng ctitm'ftry te lair andi eîrierrcr, inn for
(luire thirt by-iriws to ire parseri fer certairn purposes ehan l con tain ru jsdir Citron i n Drot di recti rrg tiret wnthiontit evi derce tfri' h jrr rg toi,
panticulrîr recitais anti provisonr;, but À tut tire aibsence of any >pecjietimue, tire miv ivoulît prestîrne a yearly hirrnrg.
sucir recitrls, nuit proviýions, ire rire trot 1 lirberty ta iurirr rîui.v- Irn tire fuiiowirig teni, Iirrine siroirer caurrie. hoe citerili" '

tirg againnrt tire vrîiitity cf the lry-iaw, uni -- ie crin 'see ciezil iy t v ..Vnit 'e, 6 'M. ,'z Gi., 93a ; 11ltnn andilrirrt 2 C. & 1'. 510
on tihe lace of tue by-iaw, or batvet otierise 4ueur te uq, tirrt arrd jr-'ti ao tirrt if tie iiring bil lieue by tue yerîr, tirere wnai
tic hry-iaw was pas"rd for a purrîrtse wirci retîrireti thirea te beci riene tirat tie tiei'erndirt rigrecti tirrt tire plinrtif! nrjgit irar e
inserteti. If, for ill tirnt apperîrs, tire iry-lnsw unry ire legai ie %ririrhenhditi, citijug IdreUv. 'ro,3B. & Ad. itt4 ; Lrilerj v. .lit(ta,
are net to conjecture thoe xis'cce cf licet8 irat irririt renier it iie- Ili Q Il. -. 42
gai. 1 is upori tijs piricipie tirat awards madie by jidrvjduris rire iJRAI'Ea, C. J.-Tie ficat peint, anti intleed 1 tlijnk tire oriiy
deait iriti, and ire 5iicuit trot lie le-s coriierate iii uphlirng liy- imiportaint erre wiriei ie are caileri upun teti etermnnje, is trile ob-
laus madie iy mrunicrpal couicriri, irel are chosen b tlic preuple, jectrîrr te tue direction cf tAie leurieri jui>ge at the trrial Il iris
anri are intrustetl by tire icgrsiatture wjtir extenirtve poweri It is rur'.steni tiren, andiun liascen iirgairi argueri before us, tirat lie shruiri
diicuit te foresce hici mucir public incnenrienco may lie some- hanve teiri the jury that ris tire ortiy evideine wns tirat cf a geriernil
times occasrened by quastîrrg liy-irîir aftec ttrey bave been acte. iing, tiiy siroolt tiienefoe find. that it, ias a iîiring liy tire year,

upen, aadt tiîougiî tijs can nover bie rtlnnjitted ris a reason l'or sus- anti tirat thre liuirrtiff cccii trot tirerefrîre recover f'or ariy part oi
tainrng 'what ias been cieoî'iy 5irewi tri be iiegai, il is a strerrg cea- thie last yenîc, as ie rîurttesl tire defendrrni's service liefore Iliat 3 cr
sou fer dcirning te jurrsm IL by-law excpt ori soine cleargrortids ecxpiceti. Thre j utigrnnt cf Trotda, C. J., je darzier v. Nre (It M.
We dIo neot sec rîny case cf iiegairty clenîrly mrade eut against tire ,,; G. a.>rppears te, re te rîfferd a corrîplete answer te ti2 oi-
blirws noir mover. rîgain!,t, arrd tiierefere disbriarge tire cule fun jectrerr. Hie rcnrýrk2 tirrt je cases mwiire a gerrerrîl ruie w'rtr

njuashing tiicrn, ivith costs. regrdr te questiorrs of' hiring brave ireen esýtabhursIin, it bas irecîr
As tri tire applicartion for a, iantiatris. re rio Dot s-ec tire neces- in coltrrmrrty ijti stonre cstali-ie! uu.ige te) be grîtireet frotn

sity for giviug any sucli genriec:d irctrns te) tire Mirrrrcrpnîi Crrrrr- eviti'ree, randt tiîrt tire frrrding of' a jury in sucir a crise, iri confer-
cil as ire are asiret te grve. Vie do net irit tlirt tiroy bmave virnlrted rnjty 'witir sucli gerîtral w-tige eninnot bie con2isrtld a rle of lav',
the statute in tiroir motdte cf pcoceeding, or tirattliey biave leit any- arrd aftec stating that in thre crrsc liefore ims, hoe tinouglît tue evi-
tlijng rîrderre wirh tirey irere ceqrrirtd te do. Tire ca>e cjteti of der.ce iras of a weckiy hirrng, stiii even if it, hiat siewn a generul
Tire Quo-en v. Tire C'ommrnit3ronerr of Landrt Trie J'uoid for thre Toirer iiirjng, lie tirouglit the question ougirt te have licen icft te tirejury

Di)ru'rrr <if Ilrltll"eer, 2 Eul & ii, 691, is etiy an autbrcity foc wrlether, uriner tire ciccuxnstances cf theo case, there hail licen a
sliowing that thre Court ray jssue a Inanthauus tei cornîpel a iegai iring iry tue ycar. Andi Cressrcell, J , saiti tirat tîtougli an inide-
and just assesrrment, whleri ticy trec a doncr grîrunr tu interpose, linite hiring iras a iiiring fer a 'ern if auy uttret frîctsaphperctt,
but the reasoriing in tAie case arrd tAe mirthner irr wiîicli it n'as disn- sucli ras panrrnt byi tir uw,t, thre p'resumptron cf a yeariy lirirrg
posed cf, (ihows tirrt tihe Court ujill fot interpose traiess rrpen some mrgirt brebiutteti, anti thit ho tireughit tlis iras an open question
specific anti cicar grouirti. fer tire jirry il nppears to me uunecessary te go funiher to

Vie think tis cule naso mu-t bie disciiargeil ijtl costs. srîst.'n tlie cocceetuessocf the mode in wirjh this cabe irent te tise
jury.

''lie rdoctrine tint a generaî iring is ('r tîre absencecf any ting

COMMUN ILFAS te rîuaIifv it) a hiring foc a year, is cieariy settieti ly lareent v.
Ca3h, 5 It 1, ArA,, 904, und fieesten v. CstIryer, 4 Bing., 309; anti

R"porud byr V. C Jour-, Et.llrrte.nLr' tli're is notiiing in Biuter v. Nurse conflicting xvitii that doctrine.
If tire jury Aai founrl a genecal bining, they irouiti bave declaceti

li1ETiTUNGr rtV. MIACEIOr rr LL tIre plintiff's errgagemerrtwias liy tireyeac, antihave grvetr tirnages

Ttre plarnifit ar & 'tp'q lit otu.rrrrt n ria rttrnn rrr a rrerez nifi . and rriy in relation te sucli servjce. ]hut the qrrestron iras specially
t'r"otrtit thts rra r'n . rccr''tr mner,a, olti. J.F. rrrr i r rtr ria n iral l ttrr' lcf. te tirent. trt tirey barve frwtnl titere iras a particurir irrng-

rlerntnt -ta. tir thre irtr ' rrlrn ir'ruru'rrrtfrrlI'irjrr rf a iring br3 tire week ;ant irf tirey are riglit tlie printitf shortit
thr, r'tr'rre t''nr' i ttr the rtr l r are r.. t r'k rn'. ant ttc' r 'rrt r'r'trrrr't ' I.r 'jrrtrs vîclc

therri y~r .rr' rr r 5 tr'n rgriri rt.prrr" r ~ ob r If ticy bail feuti that the iring iras generai, 1 shouiti not banve

Decciaration fer stock anti labeur, necount Etateti, andi for ivages tireugirt tire verdict contrary te evitience; but i carmet ery tiiece
as the hirret srervarnt otf defenrarit. uns net evidence te sustarn 'ie conclusion thât tire hiring iras by

Pion, nover inrielteri. tire week, andi it is on that greunri that An my opuinion this cule
Tire case iras trierA at Guelphr, in November, 1859, before Bunns shou ih dcirrgeti. 1 tio net think the evjdence justifleti tire

J' Tire plintili' irnt itc iiefentiant's em;nioy, as foreman in a conclusion tirai the dcfend'anrts rtîsenteti te the plaintiff's Iea'rjng
prrnting effice, in Marcii ý57, an'i receiveti $13 pier week uit tu lis emloaie ent. If anytbing liati turreri upon tint, I sireruld
Ilecember, 1857 , nfter tirat ltrre lire mras te get $10i per week-. A have licen incline(] to grant a trou trral.
ttaternent hati been matie up otf hjs unger. on tire IlOti April, IF58

'oy cie Macphierson, 'who 'was tiefendaanrîs beck-lkeeper, Mrien tine
balrce due te tite piaintiff iras statetl te be $899.teie C O UNT Y C O URTS.
rrtatemont iras matie up Aîy 'Macphensen, mrp te Ist Octrber, 159,
sironing -& limnance due the plaintifi' of 8'r'31 66. After iriich tire In rire Cotrnty Ceint oft' t nir t"u ofuttra t Fronfrr'i. L'actaî .t Arlirngtn.

plintiff ieft tie defendant's enrpioy. 'rie day bei'ore hie teiti thre twtt-rei frotttr Jt oe itct'ri
nieferirant of bis intention te beave. Ajefenriant scýir lire IliA flot TacE CITY OF KIrNGSTONo v. Srnu..
want tue piaintili'to go ; but if lire iantie te go lie iniglit go ; if rie- 1J1,M. tlr., a Sîrerrff is mot lirnîte unrdrrSiatute 8 Anne. carp 14, for itre r'rnovali rn
tecamineti te go lie taigiî go. lietween April, 18563, anti Oct, ><iý4 grrrrrl .If t irn'.' rrn"'nrrt trif wtrrrh rerîr i due rrrnl(i' te ate ftrnrr >treonrî.VM

lie riher lin rnrtrr tor orhenwir' rr'eerreri ktiowtr'dgr' rif tire cent trenng nue, antipiaintiff bail becn paril S63t:8 "2. No evitienuce iras given as te nrny afUt'rri remrre tire girrrs rrntirut pa> rntg tire relit.
agreement betwcen the plairîtiti' andtihue tiefentiant cf the teran fer (Octotrer ISl' 150

icit lie iras engnigei . il was onrly shretn that iris urges Ivere te Tis iras an action unnier tie Statute 8 Antre, chap. 14, agairrst
bc computcti anti aiioweti by~ tht incek-. Fer the tiefectit it was theo defendant, as one of thre Coreners of thre Unitced Counties cf


