
DIGEST 0P ENGLisI! REPORTS.

there liedl been no abandoument; and (2) that
the application of the suing and aobouring
clause wvas not excluded by the warranty
against partieular average. Semble, that evi-
deuce would be admissible to prove that by the
usage among underwriters, the terni " particu-
1er averige" doos not includo expenses neces-
sarily incurred in order to, save the subject-
mnatter of insurance from a loss for whiclî the
insurers would have been liable.-Kizdston v.
Empire Insurance Co., Law Rep. 1 C. P. 535.

4. A slîip under insurance was submierged;
there was a coxumon peril of d2structioa immi-
nent over sliip and cargo as tbey lay submerged;
the most convenient, mode of raisiag either or
both was by raising them together; the cargro
would be hiable to a general average contribu-
tion for the cost of the raising, and the ship-
owner would hiave a lien on the cargo to, secure
payment of that general average. IIcld, that
the cost of raising the ship must be redueed by
thc amount of the general average contributed
by thc cargo, la determining whether the ship
wes a constructive total loss.-Kemp v. Halli-
day, Law Rep. 1 Q. B. 520.

Se PRIJNCIPAL AND AGENT, 1.

INTEREET.-See PARTNERSUIP, 2; VENDOIt AND l'UR-
CITASEIL, 6.

INTERPLEADER.

A. sued the defendants, to whom lie lied in-
trusted a poliey for certain purposes and de-
clared ln trover, in detinue, and specially on
the contract. B., who lied pledged the policy
withi A., tien sued the same defendants to reco-
ver the policy. leld, that an interplcader
order, under 23 & 24 Viet. c. 126, § 12, direct,
ing procecdinga ia the first action to be stayed
tili further order, a.d also directing that A
should bce at liberty to defend the second action*
indemnifying the defeadants, and that B. should
give the defendants security for costs, was
rightly made.-Tanner v. Europcan Bank, Law
Rep. i Ex. 261.

INTERIROOATOPIES.
1. Interrogatories will lie allowcd to be ad-

ministered to a defendant, if they are put bond
»l, thougli tliey may tend to crimiuate.-
Bickford v. Darcy, Law Rep. 1 Ex. 354.

2. Ia au action of siander, it appeared from
affidavits, that thc defendat, led madle impu-
tations egainet the plaintiff, to, the cffect, that
liu lied committed forgery, but that pcrsor.s ln
whose presance tliey wcre made refused to
-ive tlic plaintiff any further particulars: inter-
rogatories were allowed to bc put to, the defen-
dant as to the precise words used.-Atkinson v.
FJoby-Zlc Law Rep. 1 Q. B. 628.

3. In a suit rclating to reel and personal
estate, in wvhich, after interrogatories filed, bat
before answer, the sole plaintiff lied died, the
court, on thie application of thc hieir and exc.
utor of the plaintiff, made an order to revive;
and as the timo for answering lied ',expired,
ordercd thc defendant to answer the interroge-
tories witlîia twenty-eighit datys.-Eairl Beait-
champ v. Whcin, Law Rep. 2 Eq. 302.

Sec COMMISSION TO EXAMINE WITNESSES.

JUaISDICTIO:'.

1. In 19 & 20 Vie. e. 108, sec. 24, giving, tie
county court.jurisdiction of an action ln wvhich
the debt consists of a balance not exceediag;
£50, after an adniitted set-off, " an admitted
set-off " ineans one admitted before action
brouglit. - Walesby v. Goutston, LawJ Rep. 1
C. P. 5 67.

2. On the liearing of an information for re
moving catile without a license, the justices
have ao jurisdiction to inquire into thc suffi.
cieney of thc evidence on wvhidli tIc license mis
granted.-Sanhope,;. Tleorsby, Law Rcp. 1 O.P.
423.

LANDLORD AND TE.,;ANT.-See LEASE.

LARCEN Y.
The prisoner was sent by lus fellow-workmcn

to their commnon employer for the wages due
thieni all. Hie received the money iu one suan
wra1 )ped lu paper, with the namnes of the nmen
and thc sum due echc written ixîside. IIeld,
that lie received the money us the mien's agernt,
and not as the employer's servant; arnd tlhat,
in an iudietment against 1dim for larceîîy, die
nîoney wvas wrongfully described as property
of the employer. -Tite Quccn, V. Barnes, LaW
Rep. 1 C. C. R. 45.

LEAsE.
1. La an action for breacli of a covenant for

quiet eijoymieit iii a lease, v-oid for want of
authority ii the lessor to doînise, thc lessc eau
rec;over as daniages the anîouut of preniian
pai(l for the lease, and also the difference bc-

tween thc value of the tern professed t> luive
been granted to 1dim by thc lease, and that of a
shorter terni wlîicli lie obtained froin the true
owner of thc premises. - Lockh v. Furzi, Lawr
Rep. 1 C. 1). 4411.

2. A. sold an estate to B., wlîo coveii.,ntcd
that xîo building to le creeted thereon shionld
ho used as a beer-slîop. B. erected a buildinîg
thereon, and sold the estate to C., who sold ta
D., wvbo let tbe promises to, E., as tenant fiotu
3-car to year, without exprezs noutice of tile
covenaut:- it did not appear whether the deedî
to, C. and D). disclosed the coreunt. IIcll, tint
thc mIle, tliat a puî'c1maý!r, who ducs not inqluire
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