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would flot insure as B 1, and she was used unin-sured, and was lost.
fIeld, that the ineasure of dainâige was whatwas necessary to nUlke lier class B i
W<1//bi d1e, Q.C., for plaintiff.
Reobiyiso,, C, and WE II. p. C/jellent, for-defendatîts.

Draina ('re- Rate--A7oeai-d.
Arbiti-ator,, on anl aPPeal froin surveyor's re-port b)y defendaî1 ts, awarded under the Munici-pal Act that the deepcning of a creek, etc.,benefited landis in defendants' m'unicipality, andthat the defendants should payz. $350, 'vithoutrnentioning thc lands in Sidney, wýhich the arbi-trators considered benefited, nor charging theinwith al proper portion of the outlay therefor, asper sect. 535.
1h14d, that lands not cngspecified or cha rg-ed in award, defendaînts could flot coînipb3 'iththe Act, and awvard therefore bad.

J.- 1<. Kerr, 0-.C. HUn vt i,,fplaintiffs 
-C,(ll , vt i) o

Wallbidg,-e, Q. C., for- defendatîts.

HARGREîAVxx' \7. SINCI,Aîî{
S/an/er -- Repeliiùn -Pà?'-iee.

Plaintiff assi-Sted one C. in bis sblop, (tint ofa druggist,> over which defendant and bier bus-band, al doctor, lived ; C. being tenant of thelatter. l-laintiff was cbar'gcd by defendant, inpresence of a xitness, witlb takin1g $4 froii biertrunk. 0f this C. was told by1 defendant's bus-bandi, and tbat l)laîntiff inust be disinissed onpain of losing blis (the husband's) prescriptions.A meeting baving been arrang-ed between- theparties, in presence of the witness, to investigatethe îlatter, as 'vas stated, tbe siander \Vas re-peated, and the l)laintiff %vas disiiiissed.
11eld, a pri vileged Occasio n.
Be/hune, Q.C., for plaintiff.
Robi'nsoit, Q).C., for defendant.
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Atoagainst the defendants for teOfis~
to give the necessary staltutory, warning, iaie
by rnigtbe bell and souinding the wh.i.,tle 011
a p l) ro a c h i n g(. a r il a c ro s s i ii , î re a 5s 'o f,w hich the pllai tiff s blorse týook fr g t ai rail
axvay, and injureci tbe plaintiff. et-Leldi (WILîSON, C.J., dissenting,) thatset
104 Of C. S. C.., ch. 66, is not restricted to
juries caused by actual collision )tt etends~ asO
to the case, as here, of a horse taking frigb't alt the
appearaîlce or noise of the train.

The jury in answer to the question :-" If
plaintiffs had known tînt the train Nvas clll
xould they baive stopled thleir horse turther

froin the railvay tban11 they dici ? " said Ils"
.feid, tbat thougbl this %vas iiot 'vi*y clefi11ite,

yet taken with evidence on which tle jury aced,
whicb is set out in the case, it %vas sufficieltt

A ne%% trial mas also asked for- on the grIdof the verdict beng aganst tlhe eviclene and
wegtof evidence, buIt xvas refused.

Il h 0dh0ozîy, for tbe j)laintiffs.
'C/i . .C., for- tble defelodanits,.

MrJwi-ON V. KN;i ANi) MoýNTKiIA FR

WVARV>ING Co. 
1e-/1// oJfaiçj

1 <~ ii ult/';r/i'î/,

The Norteri and Northi Western Railma
and the Great Western IZilwvay shipped a quai1l'
tity of wbeat froni HàXnîî1toni to Ki"'g sto' Coflsigned with Mosons lak, iîn care of the de-
fendants. The bis of lading contailied the
following provision : "Al tbe deficec it
cargo to be paid for by the carrier and dedlcted
fromn the freigbit, and any excess 1n tecrothe
be paid for to the carrier by the consignee" h
quantity described in te buis Of lading m'as
15,338 bushels, xhile the actual quantity, shipped
was 15,8 3 8 bushels. In shipping the wheat it
was weighed in drafts of 5oo bushels at a tile,
and by inistake a draft of 5o busls mras
o fîitted in- n iaking Up) the tot l q tantitY sh ipped.


