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A:ssgnment for the benefç' of rd~t~xmnto of aesignr-
Uns~aifaclory 0,wrçGmnta--RS . (ido7)c. 147, s.3é-S
it., C. 23 (O>,

The provisions of above section do flot apply to acts of the assignor.
disclosed on examiiiation as having beeri doue biefore the date of the
passing of the original Act, 58 Vict., c. -3 (0). jUdgn'ex't Of FALCON-
3RiiDGE, J., reversed.

fohn A. 1;.?rgueon and 0. A. La>,e/cy for appeal. Ayeswo~t,é Q. C.,
contra. fahniGr~r~d Q.C., I>eptity Attorney-<General.

Street, J. 1 jAbiEs v. GixoTii*ug RIwYCo. l.\1r1 2;.

Rai/way- Cu/vert-Rig/,t ta fmcze-ýVéé/4eence.

A watercaurse, %which flowed through a calvert utider a railwi)y trick,
becamne dried up ini the suinier, arîd ta prevent cattle froîn passing through
it, the railway conipany had ýlaced gates in the r'ulvert, but which they had
neglected to keep iii, and by reasoii of the absence there0f, of Nwhich the
cornpany was duly notifie and required ta supply, the plaititifT'% cattie,
which were pasturing in a field an one side of the track, the watercotirse
being dried up, gar through the culvert inito a field on the ather side of the
track, and frorn thence on to the railway track where they were injured.

Held. that the railway conpany was lhable for the damages sustainied
thereby hy the plaintiff.

letze4 Q.C., and Thomjson, for plaintifts. B/. S. Os/dr-, for
defendants.

Street, J. 1 FARR. V. HOWELL. LApril 28.

Mort/&age- Con veyance of eetii/y of retiempion bymotgr~.ori
ation prtc.-eeding-Righti of mnar1gagor ta notice of.

A mnortgagor wýo has conveyed away his equity of redeniption is flot
entitied ta notice of expropriation proceedirigs takeri by a railway coxnpaily
with regard ta part of the mnortgaged lands, and therefore the absence of
such notice does flot constitute any defence ta an action brought against
him by the rnortgagor on a covenant ta pay the niortgage rnoney.

D'Arcy aie, for plaintif. P. V. Cterar, for defendant.

Divisional Court.] T1Hompsou v. MCCRAE, [~AY 1o.

Division Court- 7'ria/-Adjou<>rnien, if eostsp(zid in ten days, oihierwi*se
judgment for defendani-New tria/-Motion for-- Commencement of
fourteen days.
Wbere, at the sittings of a Division Court, a case was "adjourned for


