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ail ricit, but wlien I corne te weighi the force
of a slang expression like this, I cannet lay
muchi stress upen it. Upon the whole, then,
the action cf the plaintiff must lie disrn issed.

florrance & Mlo-ris, fer the plaintiff.
C'artier, Poninville & Béteurnay, for the de-

fendants.

MIay ;30.
TEES v. M'ICULLOCHI.

Deed cf Cempositient-.ievationi.
Hfeld, that an agreemnent iu the fuhlowing

terms effeets a novation cf the original debt:
"We, the undersignetl creditors, lierebv agree
te take 2,;. Md. in1 the £. for cur respective
dlaimis set forth, in tbe annexeti staternent.,
and on paymient tiiereof withiu six wveeks frei
date, we hereby undertake te grant Ihlmi a
(liseharge in full."

This was an action for a balance due on an
acceunt for grootis soli anti delivered. The
defendant, in tlie firzzt place, deuicti thut lie
oived thle plaintitr anytbing; but proceedeti to
state that lu any case tile plaintifi couli net
recever more than. 2s. 6(1. iu tue £. un bis
dlaim), inasrnuchi as about tu-o years previeuis-
ly, the plaintiff, arneng etber crediturs cf the
defendant, hiad sigued. a deeti cf composition
sous seing privé, ugreeing te accept 2s. 61l. iu
the £. The ugreemient produceti was lu tlie
fellewincg ternis :-11 \Ve, the undersigueti cre-
diters, liereby agree te tuke 2-s. 6,1. lu thle
fer our respective dlaimis set fortb i lute un-
nexed statenien t, and en puymient tbereof itih-
in six weeks froni date, we bereiy undertake
to, grant hlmi a disehiarge lu f'itîl." Tbe plain-
tiff adm-itted bis signature te tile agreement;
and the defendunt, on his part, udmnittel that
the six weeks rnentiuned il the augreemieut biad
long previeusly expired, andi that lie biad neyer
paid or effereti te puy any part of the debt.
The case wvas submnitted ou the admissions,
witheut otber evidence, tlie sole question being
whiether the agreement te take 2s. 6d. lu tbe

£.was, on tue face cf it, condlitioned uipon
payment being, madie within six wveeks, or
whether there wvas novation cf the erigluai
debt.

BÂDGI Ev J. The plaintiff eau ouly have
jdgment for the amotint as settieti. by the

composition agreemnent.
Kirby, fer the plaintiff.
>f'Coy, fer the defendant.
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RECENT ENGLISH DECISIONS.

QUEEN'S IIENCH.

Maste)- and Servant-I\Tegligence of felloi-
servant- Conmon employnet.-Thie rule,
whichi exempts a inaster frrni liability te a
servant, for injury caused by the negligence
of a fellow-servant, applies in cases where,
althougbi the inuniiediate object ou wvbichi the
eue servant is emiployed is very dissimilar fri
tiat on wbici tile othier is eînployed, yet the
ri,-k cf injury froin the negligence of the eue,
is so iueX a nutural and necessarv ceuse.

quence of tile eînplovmient, wvîcli tlic ethet'
accepts, that it inust be includcd iluftle risk.sý
wvhîchi bave to le colîsilereul iii bis wages.
Iliis wbiencver ail einployinent iii tlie service
of a railway company is sticb, as necessaril\
to bring the person tccepîtlir it into contact
\witli tice traflic ut tlie une, risk of injury frei
the carelessness of t buse înanaging tinit traflie
is une uf tle risýks necessarily and naturally
incident te suchi enipicymient, aud within the
rule. The plaintif %vas in the emipicynient cf'
a railivay coinpany as a carpenter, te do any
carpenter's work for the greneral. purpeses cf
the conupany. -Ie ývas standting ion ascatfuldl-
ing, ut work on a shîed close te tue line cf rail-
e-uv, andi soine porters in ftle service cf tile
Company careles:4y slilfted aul englue on1 a
turii-table su thiat, it, struck a ladier support-
ing tbe scaflold, liy wbichl Ineans tue plaintift
wvas tliro\vui luen andi onuei:led n the
above principle, tliat tbe eonupany were net
liable. Ifoiyaît v. Tie 1Pale cf Neath Rail-
u'ay Co., 1 Q. B. 1-49. [Compare Fuller v.
Grand Trunkil UC., 1 L. C. L. J. p. 68, in which
case tile general ride ettunciateti above seenis
te biave beeii stateti t*b-r the tirst tî,nc in our

courts.]

Jusqtice of the- Peace-Disqiialfyinig lut erest.
-Thougli any pecuniary îuterest, biowever
smnall, lu the subjeet-inatter disqualifies a jus-
tice frein acting in a judiciai inquiry, the mere

p*ssituity cf bias in faveur of ene cf' the par.
ties, dees net ipso f'acte avoidti de justic*s;
decision; iii erder te biave tbat efflèct the bias
niust be shiown at least te be real. Regina v.
Rand. Q. B. 230.

Railîway Companty-Level Crossin..

The defendants' line of railway was crosseti


