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would not insure ag B,
sured, and was lost.

Held, that the measure of
was necessary to m

and she was used unin-

damage was what
ake her class B 1,

Wallbs idge, Q.C,, for plaintiff,

Robinson, Q.C, and 117 H., P Clement, for
defendants,

THurLOw v, SIDNEY,
Draz'/zagem/\’a/e~~Alzc'a7'a'.

Arbitrators, on an appeal from surveyor’s re-
port by (lefendants, awarded under the Munici-
pal Act that the deepening of a creek, etc.,
benefited lands in defendants’ m'unicipality, and
that the defendants should pay= $350, without
mentioning the lands in Sidney, which the
trators considered benefited, no
with a proper portion of
per sect. 535,

Held, that lands not being specified or
ed in award, defendants could not ¢
the Act, and award therefore bad.

S K. Kerr, 0.C,
plaintiffs.

Walibs idge, Q.C.,, for defendants,

arbi-
r charging them
the outlay therefor, as

charg-
ymply with

(Holden, with him), for

Harcreaves v, SINCLAIR,
Slander —Repetition —Privilece,

Plaintiff assisted one C. in his shop, (that of
a druggist,) over which defendant and her hys.
band, a doctor, lived ; C. being tenant of the
latter.  Plaintiff was charged by defendant, in
presence of a witness, with taking $4 from her
trunk.  Of this C. was told by defendang’s hus-
band, and that plaintiff must be dismissed on
Pain of losing his (the husband’s) prescriptions,
A meeting having been arranged between the
parties, in presence of the witness, to investigate

the matter, as was stated, the slander was re-

peated, and the plaintiff was dismissed,
Held

» @ privileged occasion,
Bethune, Q.C., for plaintiff,

Robinson, Q.C,, for defendant.

P SR v :
COMMON PLEAS DIVISION.
June 23 K RAIL-
ROSENBURGER v. Thi GrAND TRU
WAY COMPANY. ;
Railways—Accident— Failure to soun Lindings
o7 ring bell—Collision— Fvidence—
~—New trial.

ﬁ’/’ijﬂe

jssion
. . ) omisst
Action against the defendants for the

. H l 1
to give the necessary statutory “"‘rlrnmg’,]n':tl;ceo};
by ringing the bell and sounding the lf@n [¢
approaching railway crossing, I).)' ref{nd ran
which the plaintiff’s horse took fright a
away, and injured the plaintiff. hat sect:

Held, (W1Lsox, C.J., dissenting,) tha to in-
To4 of C. S, C., ch, 06, is not restricted 1s also
Juries caused by actual collision but extenc at the
to the case, as here, of a horse taking fright @
appearance or noise of the train. T (]

The jury in answer to the questlo"“ ming
plaintiffs had known that the train was L131‘ther
would they have stopped their h(?rsi o
from the railway than they did ?” said )‘mﬁ.nite,

Held, that though this was not very ¢ eqcted,
yet taken with evidence on which the Juty (t
which is set out in the case, it was sufficien -un

A new trial was also asked for (,n.tht‘ gman
of the verdict being against the evidence
weight of evidence, but was refused.

Woard Bowlby, for the plaintiffs.

Dethune, Q.C,, for the defendants.

~OR-
‘ rriAlL F
MURTON v. KINGSTON AND MONTRIE?

WARDING Co. ] there-
Bill of Z(l(l'l.ﬂg‘“ Excess in quantily name
n—-Right to—Custom. [way
The Northern and North Western Ra uan-
and the Great Western Railway ShEPPeq i]qcoﬂ‘
tity of wheat from Hamilton to }\mgiotl;e de-
signed with Molsons Bank, in care o ed the
fendants. The bills of lading Contal-nncy in
following provision :—“All the deﬁclieeducte
cargo to be paid for by the carrien: and cargo 0
from the freight, and any excess 1n t.he e;,f"]‘lle
be paid for to the carrier by the conslgfcllina was
quantity described in the bills of l.a SI:ipPe
15,338 bushels, while the actual .quantltywheat it
was 15,838 bushels. In shipping t?leat a timé
was weighed in drafts of oo bushels hels was
and by mistake a draft of 500 b.ui shipped-
omitt‘ed in making up the total quantity



