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LIBEL.

The plaintiff waa a manufacturer of a bag hoe
called the 1'Bag of Baga." The defeudant

published the following concerning said bag:

"As we have not seen the Ikg of Baga, we

cannot say that it la useful, or that it ia porta-

ble, or that it is elegant. Ail these it may be,

but the oniy point we cau deal with is the titie,

'which we thinlc very silly, very slangy, and

very vulgar; and which lias been forced upon

the public cd nauaeain." Held (Lusilf, J , dia-

seuting), that a question waa preaented for the

jury as ta whether the above words were in-

tended txa disparage the plaintiff in the conduct

of his business. Demurrer ta declaration on

said words overruled.-Jennes' Y. A'Beckett,
L. R. 7Q.B., 1l.

LTEmI.

1. By articles of association a bauk was ta

have a lien on shares for money due fromn the

ahareliolder. The bauk was wound up, afid its
property sold ta a second bank. Shareholders

not Bubscribing to the second bank were paid

£2 per share. lleid, that the bank's lien ex

tended to sucli sum, as repreaenting a share.-
]ù re General Exchange Bank, L. I. 6 Ch. 818,

2. Gouda were carried by railway for a coni

pany on a credit account, a condition being

that the railway was ta have a general lien on

.ucli gouda for aIl moneys due. Coke was put

in trucks belonging ta the company on the rail.

way line, and there detained by the latter.

Held, that a lien being'a right ta hold gooda

that had been carried in respect of such car-

rnage, or, if so agreed, ini respect of debta of

the same character contracted ln respect of

other gooda, ta stop said coke befure it had

been carried, and hold the same for a debt,
was contrary ta the nature of a lien.- Wtshire

fin Co. v. Great Western Railtuay Co., LR
fi Q. B. (Ex. Ch.) 776; a. c. ib. 101.

NEGLîoE'iC£.
1. The defendants owned a railway bridge

over a highiway, supported by an iran girder

reating upon brick piera, from which a brick

felI on the plaintiff, sliortly after the passage

of a train. The bridge had be u used three

years at the time of the accident. HeZd, that

the defendants were bound ta use due care ln

providing for the snfety of the public, and that

the question of negligence was rightly left with

the j ury.-Kearney v. Lonsdon and Brighton

Rallway Co., L. R. 6 Q. B. (Eg. Ch.) 759; o. o.

L. R. 5 Q. B. 511; 5 Amn. Law ReN'. 298.
2. Declaration that the defendant waa pas.ý

sessed of yew-trees, the clippinga of which ho

huew ta be paisonous, whereby it becarne the

duty of the defendant ta preveut the clippings

being placed on others' land, yct the defendant,
took so little care of the clippings that they
vere placed on land not the defendant's, where

the plaintif'. horses lawfully being, eat of the
same and were poisoned. Held, on demurrer
that the facta alleged did not cast the alleged
duty on the defendant.- Wilson v. Newberry,

L. R. 1 Q. B. 3 1.
WARRA"..

H. bouglit a horse warranted in a certain

respect, to be returned before a certain day if
not answering to its description. H. was told

by a groom that the horse did not answer to
the warranty, but took it home, where it met
with an accident, whereupon H. returned it

before the said day. Held, that neither the
talcing away the horse, nor its subsequent
iojury, deprived H. of his right ta return it.-

,Head v. Tattersail, L. R. 7 Ex. 1.

CANADA REiPORTS.

ONI 4RI0.

COMMON PLEAS.

REOINA T. MA-SON.

Crisaiflal law-Larcreny of Poice Court informaio-
M1aliciousllî destroying sime-Patent dlefect in indictmaat
-A rrest of j udgment after verciict-eversalt in Error-

police Court a Court of Justice 1vithin 3S & $3 Vie. ehi. Si
sec* 18-Reservation of this question at Nisi Prius-C. S.
U. C. ch. 115 sec. 1-Couat for fOn7Y with allegationu o2f
previoui convictions fur misderneanour -Mijoinder of
counts.

Beld, that the Police Court of the city of Toronto la a Court
of justice within 32 & 33 Vie. ch. 21 sec. 15, and thas
the prisouer was properly convicted of steaiing an in-
formation laid in that Court.

R.ld, also,,that maliciouly destroyin1ý an infbrxnatiofl or
record of the said Court is felony within the same Act.

Held, also, that the Court will not arýreat judgmeut after
verdict, or reverse judgment lu Error, for any defect
patent on the face of the indictment, as by 32 & 33 VIç.
ch. 29 sec. 32, objection to such defect must be taken by
demflrrer, or by motion to quash the lndlctMeflt.

Wbether the Police Court !a a court of Justice wtlaj
32 & 33 Vic. ch. 21 sec. 18, or not, la a question of ls.W
whlch niay ho reserved by the Judge at the trial, under
Congol. Stit. U. C.,1 ch. 112 sec. 1, and where it dos
not appear by the record in Error that the Judge refuaed
te reserve such question It Canot be cousidered upouL a,
wrlt of Error.

Whsrs au ludictmieu± coutaini one eount for larceny, and
allegationIn the nature of counts for previous convic-
tions for mlsdemeauors~, and the prisoner, being arraigned
on the whole bndlctment, pleads "not guilty," and là
trled at a subseqiient assixe, when the count for larceny
oui>' la read t.0 the jury, Held, nu error, as the prisosut-
wa5 only given in charge on the lareen>' count.
la i not a misjoinder ut counts to add allegationa Of a.
previous conviction for ujiademeanor, as counts, tE, &
cotint for larcen>', and the question, at &il event5, MI
oni>' be raised b>' demurrer, on nmotion ta quasi thie
indiotment under 32 & 33 Vie, ch. 29 sec. 82; and wh -ÇW
tbere has been a demurrer to such allegationg, as insuf-
ficient lu law, and judgxueut ln faveur Of the p"ral
but ha la cOiivicted On the febunY cOullt theOUrt' 01
USrror wlll not re-open the mattr On the su"estion »Ms
tiiere la iajoinder of counts I 2& 8Ve

An ludictmeut describing an offence within3 3Ve
ch. 21 sec. 18, as féloulously atO a n fl.
taken ln a Police Court, la snifcieflt r verdict.

(22 C. P. 24&1

Error upon two dgn t s, ,ntêred upon col%-
viçioni fuUj g th CortOy.er and Terminer
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