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XXVIL] DIGEST

Lanps.

Statute of Limatations — Ejeot-
mént — Possession — Defendant not

Claiming under Patentse.] — See
EjgorMeNT.

Trusts and Trustees—Trustee Act
1891, sec. 13, sub-sec. 1 (a) and (b)—
C ¢ of Statute— Acknow-
ledgment,]—See WiLw, 2.

Unity of Possession— Interruption
—Easement.]—See Way, 2,

LOCATEE.

Free Grant Lands— Execution—
Debt Incurred before Localion.]—S&e
ExEcuTioN,

PLartition—Jurisdiction—Declar-
atory Relief—Statute of Limitations
—R. 8. 0. ch. 44, sec. 21, sub-sec. 7]
—»See OrowN LaNDS,

LORD'S DAY AOT

Strest Raslways—R. 8. 0. ch, 2083,
see. 1—Conveying Travellers.]—See

OF CASES, 787

Locatee—PMtitian.]——See Crowx | damus, namely, where under Rule

1112 the plaintiff is personally in-
terested in the fulfilment of a duty \
of a quasi public character, as in this
case the omission of a railway com-
pany to properly fence their tracks,

The damages under section 2 of
53 Vict. ch, 28 (D.), are limited to
injuries caused to. animals by the
company’s trains or engines; damages
incurred in watching cattle by rea-
son of the bad state of the fences,
are not recoverable. Young v. Erie
and Huron R. W. Co., 530.

MARRIAGE SETTLEMENT.

Mortgage Investments—Loss in
Realization — 4 pportionment.]—See
Trusts.

MARRIED WOE&N 'S PROPERTY

RB. 8. 0. ch. 132, sec. 65— Em-
ployment or Occupation” — Board
and Lodging.]—See HusBAND AND
Wirg, 1.

—

-
MASTER AND SERVANT.

1. Workmen’s Compensation Jor
Injuries Act, 1892—565 Vict. ch. 30

LOST GRANT.

Doctrine of — Easement.] — See
Way, 2.

MANDAMUS.
Action for— Rule'1112— Rail

(0.), sec. 3, sub-sec. 3—Negligence
of Person to whose Orders Workmen
bound to Conform—Custom of Busi-
ness.]—The plaintiff was injured in
using a derrick in counection with
the construction by the defendants
of a building, It appeared that the
b of

—Damages—63 Vict. ch. 28, sec. 2
(D.).]—The prerequisites to be ob-

4

1

or f conducting the
work was that the oldest man work-
ing on the derrick was understood to

served to obtain a prerogative writ |be in charge of it, and A. being such
are not tial where | oldest man and having been ordered

there is a right of ;action for a man- by the foreman of the stone branch
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