
Hiable for the loss. The defeu.ants appoaled on the grouind
that the leiýsor was flot a party to the agr ienent as to storage
and cotild get fn benefit f rom a contract to whieh he wua fot
a party; and also that the lessor could flot recovor because the
bringing of a drum of spirit on the promises was flot a storing
of it on the promises withi the conzract. The Court of Âppeal.
(Bankes, Warrington and Atkin, L.JJ.) àgreed with the de-
fondant&' contention, but, novertholess, without calling on the
plaintifl's afllrmed. the judgment on the grouad thàt the defend-
ants%'. servant in filling the tin was apting within the scopo of his
emnployment and wus bound to exorcise roa8onable care, and that
the lighting of a match and throwing it on the floor while en-
gaged in the work was a negleet to exereise reaeonable care for
wvhich the defendants were liable.

G AMINqG-PAPTNERSHIP FOR CA1URVING ON BET'TING BUaINRsS-

LEGALITi' 0F BUSINESS.

Jeffrcy v. Rainford (1921), 2 K.B. 351. This wau an action
by a flrm of bookmakers to recover certain moneys paid by
them to the indorses of choques given her in ,respect of bots
wonx by her on horse races. The Meondant set up that book-
making was an illegal business and the plaintiffs had no right
of action. In other transactions the dMondant had lost but
had neot paid certain bots. The action was brought undor the
Gaming Act 1835 s. 2 (scee, R.S.O. C. 217, s. 8). Notwithstand-
ing the dîcttim of Moul.ton, L.J,, in kyams v. King (190),
2 K.R. 696 , 718, and the opinion of Darling, J., ini O'Connor v.
Ralaton (1920), 3 K.B. 451, MoCardie, J., held that the carry-
ing on of a betting business is not per se illegal and that tho
defondants were entitled to recover.

CR.IMINAL LAW- INOlOTMENT-UNCERIAUNTY.

Rez v. Mollo y (19 àl)i 2 K.B. 364. The Court of Crimilai
Appeal (D)arling, Avory and Sankey, JJ.) held that an indict-
mont charging two separate felonies * n the alternative in
bad for uncertainty, .g., in thiq case the lndietment charged
that the prisoner "stolo, or with intent to st-eal, ripped and
severed or brekell certain fleures. The forn n u rchbold 's
Criminal Law (25th ed.) wu* Iield to be incorrect.


