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ting flrc te the saine, Petired. The fire spread toi the walli of
the hien house wvhieh wam a rooni in a building also used as a
barn; and being comniunicated t» some hay above the heu house,
the building was cunsumiied and the fire sprcad to and destroyed
plaintiff 's barn. The issues -were tried before Forbes, C o. J.,
wlio gave judgnient for Mondant, chiefly on the ground of
inevitable accident.

Held, 1, following Furlong v. Carroll, 7 O.A.R. 145, allowing
the appeal, with costs, that the defendant wae liable as the case
cne withuîî the doctrine laid down in Rylands v. Fletlcker,'

2. That (though tlis defence wvas flot plended) the use of
the flre in the manner indicated did not place défendant wvîthin
6 Ann.e e. 58 whieh enaets that Do suit shall bc maintained
agaiit a person ini whose house . fire occurs accident-Illy, the
accident theory not being applicable te this case; and that the

t above statute is in force in Nova Scotin.
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COURT 0F APPEAL.

Perdue, .J.A.1 AINREWvS V. MOODI., [.Tiiiie 10.

Cuntrct-Cnsidratin--Arec»nt wh e4. Io pay Am.'s d<'bt to
B.-\otion---vi-Eqllitaiblc' eIsifijnmen t of elimeC f hé 100

Appeal frein Comity Court. The defcents wifo hnving
siied hiai for alimotny, they mnet by arrangement ini the office of
the wife's golieitor., aîîd in his presence mrrîeed to hecime recoin-
cilod and te restime cohabitation 111nd to siethe o silit ilid thc
defenidant, as a part of the setticînent, agreed te pkiy directly
ti ftie wife's solicitor lier cchgts of the mtiti. m-bich wvre then
fixed at the qui of $-)0. This action was broughit by tlie sfliei-
tor to etiforce payaient of these costs, The particiliîrs (if the
claini mere stâted tns: "The plaintiffs eha froin the defeni-
dant the snui of $50 beinq tlie aneutt (if the cosis of suit of
defendant'N wife against the defendmnt, whieh tIec defendant


