
DIGEsT 0F ENGLISH LAw REPORTS.

MORLTGAGE.
1. The court allowed an order taken p)ro

confesso, and decreed but not drawn up, for
foreclosure of a mortgage, to be altered to an
order of sale, on the application of a third
xnortgagee, with consent of the lirst and
second niortgagees, altbough the nuortgaged
property was out of the jurisdiction.- Wood-
ford v. Brook'ing, L. R. 17 Eq, 425.

2. The court in England bas jurisdiction
to inake a decree in a foîcclosure suit depriv-
ing the mortgagor of land, in the islaîîd of
Nevis, West Indies, of bis right to redeen.
Sucb a decree is in personam only.-Pagct v.
Ede, L R. 18 Eq. 118.

'NECLIGENCE.
The plaintiff's cattie were being driven

along a road wbicb crossed a rnilway, and,
wbile crossing the railway, the servants of
the railwvay conpany negligently let some
trucks mun down the railway, and frigbtened
the cattle. Several of the cattle escapied and
ran along said road about a quarter of a mile,
and then got into an orcbard, and tbrougb a
defective fence, on to the railway, wbere they
were discovered dead about four boums after
their escape, baviug been rua over hy a train.
Ifeld, that the railway com-pany was liable
for the value of the cattle wbich. were killed.
-Sneesby v. Lanrashire and Y'orkshire itail-
way CJo., L. E. 9 Q. B. 263.

See COLLIîSION, 1 ; STA&TuTEF, 2.

NOTICE.-See VENDOR AND PUR<IIASER, 2.

PARtTNERtSniii.--See lNTERROGArORY, 2.

Pio.-See CATTLE.

PoWER -See APPOINTIcENT, 1 DISTRESS.

PRACTICE.-See COLLISION, 2; INTERROGA-
TORY, 3.

PRINCIPAL AND> AGENT. - See INTEIIR.OGA-
TORY, 1.

PP.ODuc-riON 0F DOCUMENTS. - Sec Docu-
MENTS, PRODUCTION (OF.

RAILWAY.-Sc CARRIER ; lNJUN<CTION ; ENG-
LIGENCE ; SPECIFIC PERFORMANCE.

RLEMAINDER. -SEE IRFSIDUARY EST.ATE.

RENT CHAROEF,.-SeC DîSTRESS.

RESînUARY ESTATE.
A testator before bis deathi settled shiares in

a coînpany upon trustees, in trust for bis wife
for life, retnainder to bis children ;and lie
also made said trustees the executors of bis
will. On settling the estate, after the testa-
tor's deatb, tbe executors distributed tbe
residuarv estate, witb knowledge that there
was a posibility that caUls niighit be made in
respect of said shares, if the conlpany sbould
fail before tbe remainder-nien became entitled
to tbe shares ; in wbicb case if the reinainder-
men disclainied, tbe executors, as trustees,
would be liable to pay the calis. The com.
pauv did so, fail, and the trustees paid' tbt
,calis. Held, tbiat tbe residuary legatees inusi
refund to the trustees the amount of saic
calls. SaiÀà testiator had covenanted in &

marriage settiement to bequeath a certi
share of bis residuary estate to bis daugJt"X
whichi share was to' be paid over to tbe
trustees of said settiernent. The testator lA&
queathed said share accordingly. Held, tli$t
the trustees of said settiement must refllld
as well as the other residuary legatees*-
Jarvis v. Woljerstait, L. IR. 18 Eq. 18.

RESIDuARY GIFT.- Sce DEVISE ; LEGÂCY, 3

REsIDUE.-See APPOINTMENT, 3.

SÀLF.-See FRAVDS, STATUTE 0F, VENPO0%
ANI) PURCIIAbER.

SECURED CREDITOR.-See BANKRUPTCY, 3.

SI{ABEHOLDER.-See ComPANT.

SHFRIFF.--See FALSE RETUR1N.

SI11P.-S-eO COLLISION.

SPEcIFIC FuND.-See APPOINTMENT, 3.

SPFCIFIV PERFORMANCE.

A railway compauy agreed to ereot
station" upon a certain lot of land eoii,
to the plaititt. The coiinpany subsequel

1a
declined to erect the station, and begaflo
build one two iles distant frorn said 1
'llie court refused to decree specific perféO
ance, on the ground that justice couldY
better donc by an award of daniages i
action at law. - Wfilson v. Nortiwmtpto%
Banbury Junction tailtoay CJo., L. R. 9
279.

See FRA17DS, STATUTIE 0F, Y; 1NJUNCTIOe;
VENDoul AND PUIICHASER, 1.

STATUTE.

1ro Commnou carriers are by statute e-0

unless the loss arise from the felonions acts
the carrier's servants. It ivas held that t

charge a conumon carrier, it was iîot II&Se

sary to grive evidence wbich would coflVc

particuluàr servant of felony, but only to 0
vince the jury that, some Servant of the Cf

rier hiad been guilty of thc flony.- Va"'W
ton v. London anid iVo,.tlî estern Railwahl
L R. 9 Ex. 93. e

2. liv statute, where sheep are carrl to
sea, certain preeautions arc to be takeO
prevent the sprend of disease. The es
(tant carriedl the plaintiff's sbeep, ivhielche
washed overboard. 'l'lie sheep wo0 u1d
have been lost. if the precautions direCte4
said statute had been taken. Held,tb
inasinucli as said precautions were ord~
solely for the purpose of protectiug 40,,
disease, the plaintitl could uot recOer'
Grorris v. Scott, L. R. 9 Ex. 12.5.

See BÂNKRUPTCY, 2 ; EASEMENT, '2.

SUTIT.- See ACTION.

SURPLUS.-See LwiÂ.cv, S.

TITLE. -Sec TRUST, 2.

TRIAL.
b When a true bill bas been founéd, alid #~

1indictment removed into the Court of Q11le
1
j

1 Bench, and a day fixed for trial, the 00
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