
uioney. Re aiterwartig tranaferred hId înterent, in thie landsi

under the agreement to the defendant by an aaaignmaent indorsed
thoreon signed by hùnsell. but net by the defendant. The defen-
dant did not inaie any of the paynients rernaining due to the'
plriitiff under theo agreenient and Galbraith thon aussigned ttt
Cie plaintiff "ail and every eovenant, agreenit and obligation
of the said A. B. MeClelland of a-ny and every nature and kind
whatsnevpr. whlether expremied in the assignruient hereinbefore
iintioned to the said MeClelliand or itupiied froni any or ail of
tht' transuetionst between thnm and ago ail obligations both legal
arnd equitahie" of tht' dt'fendant.

HéId. that, npoin plaintiff adélng Galbraith as~ a party d.tfvii-
dt4nt with bi4 consent, for whiehi leav'e was givt'n, the' plaintiff
was entitled under tht' assigniiint froin Galbraith to hiini to
recover froni thet1pdfendant the' amotint reinaining dite mnder
thte origitiàl arý-tiunenit of ualt to Glalbraith.

~1f~Io'~;v.('a ipb-iiiil. 28 S.O.,R. 228, andi C0Illcn v. tt..
.R .foliowed.
1101 and .le41.c.for plain'ff. Iljiflti, for tfdot

p~rovi'nce of 6rttzb Colui a.

SUPREME COURT.

.Iarlti. .1. d q )

ami~ trilf?4 aiiiîsroidtit 't<i S<riolis »g<c -f

'The' niîkitig of a fiilxvt rtpts'taIoî a-n ifant $ o 1114'
t'fft'tt that lite im tif fif age in ordt'r to ýw'uurt employnient is not
suph "st'ý'ious antil %ilful isv4onduet or st'riong nieglt'et' am dlis-

t uititiesg the fapplit'cntt to rt'ovt'r tinder the' Woirkiten's Ctiipen-
xtionu Apt, 2 Edw. Vil, te. 74. it îîot appea-ring that the' a'tidt'nt
in (pnffltihil was " attrihuitabiv solely'' 1,4 the'tir'tîsae of
tuleh Iuisrt'pres4'ntat- mt î haviîug ht'il Ilie.


