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RlEWITT V. O)NTÂ.RIO <JOPPER LIGHTNIN G
IROD COMPANY.

Master and servant--Entici2g servant to, de-
sert emploment-Measure of damatges.

Plaintiff sued défendants for enticing and
procuring certain servants of plaintiff to
desert hie service. The evidence at the trial
established that the parties in question were
in plaintiff's service, and with the exception
of one of them that they were induced by
defendant's manager to leave the same
Held, following Lumiey v. Gije, 2 E. & B.,
216, that plaintiff was entitled to recover,
-and that the measùre of damages was not
confined to the loss of services, but that
they were justified in giving ample compen-
sation for ahl damages resulting froma the
wrongfuil act.

Plaintiff while objecting to one of the par-
ties going, said he did not know that he
would trouble him if he did leave, but he
did not consent to his so doing. Held, that
this did not in law amouiat to, a permission
to leave hie service.

Hardy, Q. C., for plaintiff.
Osier, Q. C., contra.

IN RE, THOMAs'HÂISLEY AND MÀ.xoÂEET
LuNDY AND OTHERS, EXECUTIX AND El-

ECUToRts 0F Wm. LuNDY.

Landlord and Tenant-Covenan t to PCL! ftr
lnilding - Construction of - Âssigle Of
chose in action. R. S. 0., ch. 116, s. 7

Lessor covenanted with lessee that he
'would at the expiration of the terni, pay

Said lessee, his heirs or assigne, & valuation

for his buildings on the land demised ;
i Heu, Cameron, J., diesenting, tlîat the

eovenant was ineither wholly spent in the

event of destruction by fire of the build-

kg then in existence, nor necessarily lim-

ited to the then value of the ezisting build-

Ifl, but that the increased value at the ex-
Paration of the terni could be claimed
ý4ainst the landiord.

.Uel, aizo, afilrming the judgment nf Wil-
0i~. J., that the assignee of the terni,

idof ail dlaims under the covenants in the
lucould sue in hie own name the cove-

"%toi9s executors, under R. S. 0., ch. 116,

sec. 7, as the -assignee of a chose in action.
Bethune, Q. C., and Lixon for plaintiff.
Robinson, Q.C.,e contra.

MOORE& V. KUNTE.

Âction for goods bargained and sold-PeriOd
of credit not expired.

An action for goods bargained and sold

cannot be brought until the period of credit

has expired.
Osier, Q.C0., and Bowlby, for plaintiff.
Durand, contra.

HGAÂRTY v. GREÂcT Wus. RiLwÂ&Y CJo.

.Action for fase imprisonment-Re.sonlGbe
and probable causse.

A spike*having been found driven in be-

tween the rails on defendants' Uine of rail-

way, plaintiff was suspected of being the

guilty party, and was accordingly arrestod.

The evidence against him was that he hâd

been seen, on the day the act was believld

to, have been conimitted, lounging about the~

railway bridge and track, early in the after-

noon, for two or three hours, and that one

of his boots correspoiided u'ith the footmaarks

about the place. The plaintiff having been

aoquitted, brought an action' against the

defendants, and the jury having found ini

hie favour and awarded him damakes, the

court consideriiig the insufficient nature of

the evidence against him, declined to inter-

fere with their verdict.
Bethune, Q. C., for plaintiff.
Ir'14g, Q. C., contra.

PIOKEN V. VICTORIA RÂILWÂY COMPANY-

Interpleader - A ttaching orders - Âdoerse,
dlaim.

In an action brought by an assignbonin in-
solvency on an undisputed, dam due insol-

vent, defendants a.pplied. for interPleader

as between the assigne. ad sev"r credi-

tors of insolvent, Who had takexi garnish-

ment proceedinga anteri0r to the insOlvency.

lleid, that defendants BhOuld have had
these proceedings dispol5d of in the courts

in which they Originated, instead of making

this application, which wastherefore refused.

.Âyle*vortk, for plaintiff.
Mudock, Ritl&ie, Bolmian and Bull, contra.

August, 1879.]


