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V e?.TREBILCflCK V. WALSH.

Wager -llce<li/y-S<zk~o e. .S. C., c. r.ç, s. 9.

R.S.C., c. !59, s. 9, is airned at the suppressionotthe business ofbeting and
- . ~pool selling, and does not apply ta bets between individuals, whether stakes are

or are not deposited ini the hands of a thîrd persan, And while a ber between

inod'viduals as to the resu1t of a parliamienîary election is illegal, it is tnot a mis.
't, t.demeanaur ta niake such a bet, and either party may, hefore the moncy has
U been paid over by the stakeholder, recover back fromi Iimi the anlount depos.

itd y that party.
lc'trilla v. 1)11101, ia 12, R. 352 approved.

A judgment of the Common Illeas Division atffrnied l3vC., dissenting.
IV M' Jf,'re'l1ih, Q.C., for- the n ppellant.
Ay)ksw'erth, QC., and /. P. ,lvilpfor the respondent.

t t F rom .' C Siniloe.'] [Dec, 22.

,P * lM iSil n ie for- Mle b.'neyil q!

t An assignee, under an assigumiient for the beneflt of cieditors, miade and

-ekeed pursuant to the Assit'ments and Preferences Act, R.S.O., C. 24
mav renew a chattel inortgage made in favour of his niortgagor, tvithout the
execution andi registration of a specific assignrnent of that tiortkgage. A
renewal statemient, in itself in proper forni, alleging titie througli the assign-
menot for the benetit of creditors, is sufficiett

Jutignient of the Courity Court of Simicoe litYirmied.
T. i-fis/op for the appellants.

J. le. A'a.e/foi the respondcent.

From C.C. Huron.] [Dec. 22.
Roi: v. Vnîvr:oi Lu:KNiOW.

A full report of this case as decided by the judge of the County Court of
the couonty of Huron wvill be fotund ini vol. 29l p. 217.

The mere fact that a horse that is beiog driven along the highway has
îj been frightened by the whistle 'of a steani engine, used by the defendants for

defeodantîs responsible for damages resuiting frum the horse having run away.

~ ~XSome positive ev'idence 'if negligence in the use of the Nvhistle nmust bc given,
or, at lmast, somne evidence that the use of the istle inight reasonably be
expected ta cause such an accident,

Judgment of the Couoty Caur-t of 1luron reversed i MACLEFNNAýN, J.A.,
dissenting.

~, Garrotw, Q.C., for- the appellants.
Aylcswort/î, Q.C, for the respon.1eett.


