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to a promissory note for money lost at play, for
-such note under the statute of Anne is utterly
~void.— Taylor v. Golding, =7 U. C. Q. B. 198.

AGREEMENT TO HIRE—EVIDENCE OF —In an
:action for wages of the plaiatifis son as defend-
.ant’s servant, it was proved that defendant had
+aaid he would give the son what was going; that
-the son went to him at twelve years of age, and
-worked for him four years, and that, on his leav-
‘ing, defendant told him to send his father and
-be would settle with him.

Ield, affirming the judgment of the County

Court, that this was clearly evidence to go to the
.jury of an agreement between plaintiff and de-
fendant.— Pickering v. Ellis, 27 U. C. Q. B, 187.

CONVEYANCE BY MARRIED WOMAN—CERTIFI-
-caTE oF Examination—1 W. IV. om 2.—By 43
Geo. IIL ch. 5, and 59 Geo. I1I. ch. 3, a married
woman’s deed was declared to have no force
:unless she were examined by the Court of K. B.,

-or 8 judgo thereof, or a judge of Assize, touch-
ing ler consent, dre., within twelve months from
:the execution. By 1 W.1V., ch. 2, sec. 8, it
was euacted that where the deed woull have
"been valid if such certificate had been obtained
-within twelve months as was required by the
Jaws then in force, such certificate might be
-obtained at any time, and should bave the same
.effect as if given within twelve months. This
-section took effect on the passing of the act in
March, but another section, which enabled tWo
_justices of the peace, and other persons not men-
tioned in the former acts, to take such examina-
tions, and made various changes in the form of
_certificate, did not come into force until the 18t
of August following.

A deed was executed in 1822 by a married
woman and her husband, but no certificate was
.endorsed until 1836, and the certificate then
.given was signed by two justices, and sufficient
jn form under the earlier acts, though not under
:thel W.IV. There was no evidence of examina-
tion, &c., except the certificate :

.Held, that the certificate was sufficient, for
rthat the 3rd section of 1 W. IV. might be con-
strued to mean such certificate as would in it8
terms bave been -sufficient under the previous
.aots, without reguiring it to be given by the
.efficers then authorized.

The ocertificate given in 1836 stated that the
wmarried woman appeared before the justices snd
« acknowledged that she executed the within
deed freely and voluntarily, and it sppeared to
us that her execution thereof was not the effect
of fear or coerciom”’ &o.: Held, sufficient, with-
out stating the fact of examination.

Held, also, that her acknowledgment in 1836.
was evidence of her consent at that time to the
deed taking effect, and not merely of her free
execution in 1822; and that other objections
based upon the requirements of the later act as
to the form of the certificate, were not available’
~—Grant and wife v. Taylor, 27 U. C. Q. B. 234,

’

Distress DaMage FEasaNT. —The plaintiff’s
horse escaped from his stable and got into defen-

deut’s pasture field, but was immediately pursued §
by one M., the plaintiff’s son-in-law, who saw it %
escape, and was leading it out of defendant's  §.i

field when defendant seized and detained it. The
plaintiff replevied, and defendant avowed as for
distress damage feasant.

Held, that the horse, under the circumstances,
was not distrainable; and the judgment of the
County Court, upholding a verdict for defendant,
was reversed.— McIntyre v. Joseph Lockridge and
William Lockridge, 27 U. C. Q. B. 204. .

Fire INsURANCE—MORTGAGE.—A fire policy,
in favor of a mortgagor, contained & clause pro-
viding that in the event of loss under the poliey,
the amount, the assured might be entitled to
receive, should be paid to A. L., mortgagee.

Held, by the Court of Appeal], that this clause
did not make A. L. the assured ; and that a sub-
sequent breach by the mortgagor of the condi-
tions of the policy, made it void as respected
A. L. as well as himself. [Spraccg, V.C., dis-
senting. ]—Livingstone v. The Western Insurancé
Company [in appeal], 16 Chan. Rep. 9.

Roap CoMPANY—SNOW DRIFTS — ACTION FOB
Nor REPAIRING.—A snow drift, about two of
three rods long and two feet in depth, had formed
on & gravel road. Ithad been there two of
three weeks, and owing to the thawing and
freezing of the suow, ruts W formed in it
which made it unsafe for waggons. Oa the 18t
of March the plaintiff was passing over it in-8®
waggon, when thewheel going dowa threw hip -
out and the hind wheel went over his leg and.
broke it. The defendants afterwards cleared
away the snow there. The road was good ex-
cept forjthe enow, and there was a heavy snoW
storm and sleighing after the accident.

Held, that there was evidence of negligence 08
the part of the defendants in not keeping the.
road in repair, and & verdict for the plaintiff W88 .
upheld —Caswell v. The St. Mary’s and Proof
Line Junction Rosa Company, 27 U. C. Q. B. 247-

S8aLe oy WREAT—WAREHOUSEMAN'S REcEIR™
—Where & warehouseman sold 3,500 bushels .2
wheat, part of & larger quantity which be



