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gag9es - Mar/gage ta secut e inaneys p6aid the debt, on the security of a chattel mort-

bY Pflortgaýýee ta creditr-Intent ta prejer-- gage, a boan from another client who was

'Notice of Insolvency-R.S.O., c. 124, S. 2. ignorant ot the purpose for which the boan was

A tansctin eterd ito y aperon n* required. The solicitor, out of the moneys

A15l" t iracutonentre isnt by apersofil advanced, paid off the creditor in full, and

tinless the person claiming the benefit of the shortly afterwards the debtor assigned.

tascinhad notice or knowledge of the Held, affirming the judgment of the Chancery

'rnsacticy ndddntati o fth Division, 17 O.R., 290, that the mortgage was

,4,lvnc an dnd not actur in gooden faith.nfieada
A ecurity given b)' a person in insolventoetoscrapeetaculba/davnc

tlircU1,nstances to secure an actual advance made and could not be irnpeached.

Wtho1ut notice or knowledge of the insolvency Maoss, Q.C., and Garrow, Q.C., for the appel

and in good faith is not impeachable because W Ft. Wl o h epnet

the flnoneys advanced are, pursuant to the W .Wle o h epnet

direction of the insolvent, paid over to one of -

his Creditors, who thereby obtains a preference. ARMIOUR, J.]

Staddart v. Wilson, 16 O.R., 17, discussed. JOHNSTON v. TOWNSHIP OF NELSON.

Judgrner1 t of the County Court of Hastings

reversed. Municipal Carporatians - Highwaiys---Bridge

M055, Q.C., anci F. E. O'F/ynn for the appel- -Limitiatian of actian-.S. O., c. 184, SS.3

lant. aind 331.

'C. Clu/e for the respondent. An action to recover damnages sustained b

reason of the neglect of a municipal corporatio

Rossv. COSS.to keep in repair the approaches to a bridg<

Rossv. COSS.where the bridge and approaches are under thi

N"egligence - Master and servant - Accident jurisdiction of one municipality only, mlust b

Ca2used by defect in hais/. brought within three months after the dainag

To'he defendant was the owner of a tannery have been sustained.

fr 'homi a hoist had been but by a contractor, Section 530 of R.S.O., c. 184, applies oiily

and was, with the plaintiff, one of his employees, cases where one niunicipality has jurisdictic

"idirig the contractor in putting the hoist in over a bridge and another has jurisdiction ov

e'- and in~ testing it. Owing to a defect in the adjacent approaches.

th" Iechanism, of which the plaintiff and de- Jtge oARO ,C.,afimd

fenda1nt were ignorant, the hoist fell, and the Carscallen for the appellant.

Plaintiff was severely injured. Both parties Fuller/an and _J. W E/lia/t for the respon

Were aware that no safety catches had been put ents.

iIlI the ho0ist. The presence of these might have

StOp.Ped the fail, but their absence had nothing ROSE, J.]

to dl 'With the occurrence of the accident. IN RE CROFT AND THE TOWN 0F

t1ld, that the defendant was not liable.PTEORUH

Judgrnent of the Queen's Bench DivisionPERBOUH
4 ltrecting a new trial set aside, and judgment of Municipal corporations- By-law---LiquO>

e'4LC(ONBRIDGE,, J., at the trial restored. cense Act. R.S.O., c. 194, s. 4 a'-Llectars.

McCatky Q.C., adpe for the appellafit. The electors entitled to vote upon by-la

Loun, Q.., fr te repondnt.under R.S.O., c. 194, s. 42, are those entitled

ChY.I)]vote at municipal elections.

GIBBONS V. WILSON. Judgment of ROSE, J., 17 O.R., 522, affirrr

'.~'8meton other grounds.

nens andorefereisces-BiIls of. sale and Robinson, Q.C., and E. B. Edwards for

C.t2te mortages-Actual advance-R.S.O., appellants.

e44 $$- aftd3. Proussette, Q.C., and Ayleswarth for

ASclicitor, acting for a creditor, obtained for respondent.
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