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Ri'ngs farnou in~ storv,. and( aing thein nearly BIL.v. RII)DELL.
ail Ihc> buiit up the îni;tssivce foundations of this Fconi .S1/f/Ii1 - Pr-o-nFo/e laJlO-

on weatli .sideratiol.

I-L1> tha>t the consideratiofi for a pro-note

>IOTES 0p CANADIAN CASES.
PI IS IN j\ VIA NL~i' OR DIR Ol IHI' LANW

N1 R1>HN v. G. T. RAIINNA\ CO.

Abea'st of plain tiff's escaping from a field ad-

jacent to a raiiway whichi crossed bis farm,
through at gate opposite a farni crossing in disre-

Pair, and being killeci, it wvas hield that defend-

an't5 were haible, as it 'vas thecir dluty to keep tie

gate In repair.

lee er30, 1882-

Loi17 V. I)RUR\

.Saa or./nsui/.

îllittltÏ was a niillier, anti defendant said lie
hlad 111n away in debt to iimo and others; that
l4e had cleareci out.

hieUi, that a flofsuit wvas %wrong, as the words

directiy affected plaint iff in bis business.

FoRmes'FeR V. 'lHRASHER.
1
U5<)/I7!C,;/ -A 552g,n1/t/zvi/hoiu/ <sse/s

1)iscl/zar,r.
Ajudgnient was obtained against defendant

in this suit for breachi of promise of inarriage,
and in another for seduction. Defendant after-
Weards nmade an assignment, with no assets ; '1o
creditors appeared against hinm, and lie thenl got
blis discliarge. Subsequently acquiring propei'ty,
execution was issued in this action ; but

ie/a', that his Nvant of assets wvhen lie got his
diScharge was no ground for setting aside the
discharge, which, iii the absence of a charge of

fraud in its obtention, was an answer to plain-
tiff's dlaim.

l)Cifg the stiflîng, of a felon v. avoided the note.

TURNEKR V. LtUCAS.

A debtor of clefendant being insolvent, was

sucd by defendant, and by collusion with the

defendant, hie appeared, defended, and then ai-

lowed bis defence to be struck out, when a judg-

ment was at once got against him. Plaintiff also

sued, and in regular course got judgnieflt.

Hed, defendant's judgment good.

REGINA v. DAGGETT .

.Sýuntiay A cl- Traqlc//epw,.

Defendant having been convicted of a viola-.

tion of R. S. 0. ch. 189, for carryiflg passefigers

in bis vessel on Sunday froîn Niagara to

Toronto,
Hela', passengers were travellers within the

exception of sec. i of the Act. and the conviction

was quashied,

L:iiv. Sir. LAW'RE.NCE, ET. uiWiCO.

Lord( C(il;fbe/f s Acl I)t'al/z (i qii' - RzgýhI of

husbana' Io siie.fo; se/f azmi chi/dren.

lIea', that thc husband wvas not entitled on

death of his Nvifc caused lW defejîdants' railway,

to recovCr cithier for self or childrcn, for aught

but pecuniary loss.

XVM;ION V. WOOI)SIO<-K GAS LO. ET AIL

Icco7'eiy of lai -In//o (?f ar/ion.

Plaintiff having on 8tli April, 1 85.1, got a grant

in fee of vacant land, madie noecntry. Subse-

queritiy a railway conipainN sjur\vcvcd part of it,

Nvith other land, for their lune, an naward wvas

made iii plaintiff's faVouir, but the coînpany did

flot take possession, control it, pay for it, nor

deposit niaps or plans. One M., on 31st De-

rember, 1857, got judgnient ýagainst the Com-

pany in certain Chancery procecdings, and sold

thle Coli m any's in tcrcst to defendan t 1'. P. did not

Jan. ~3


