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This was an action to recover reninneration for
niedall attendance. The defendauts denicd their
Iiability. Tise ceue was tried before Pigott, B.,
nt th'e iast Worcester Assizes, axiid the fsscts wcre
as follows :-The plaintiff was a surgeon, exer-
cising bis profession near thse Brottie Lane
station, upon the defendant'8 line. An accident
sccurred upon the line near that station, by wisich
one Joncs, a set -ant of the omspany, 'waainjured.
Thse station-ma fer at Brettle Lane telegraphed
Io the coxnpany's beneral manager informing him
of tise accident. lie telegraplicd back, directing
thse station-master to secure medicai attendance.
Thse plaintiff was accordingiy called in liy the
station-master to attend Jones. Upon this cvi-
denco it was objected for the dofendants that
ihere veas no evideuce to charge thse defeudants,
thse generai nmanager baving no sufficient authori-
iv for this purpose. A verdict was found for the
ifendant for the amoutit clammed, with leave for
thse defendants to movo to enter a non-suit.

Jluddleston, Q. C., now moved accordingly.-
A general manager lias no authority te pledge
thse campany's credit by csuploying a surgeon oa
iheir behlsaf. This ivas held in the case of n
% station-master in Cox v. Thce 3fidlaisd Railway
Cornpany, 3 El. 268. And thse esnployment of
a general manager is of the sanie eharacter,
ihougli bis diities arc more extensive.

Tise Court refused a mile.
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In an action for necessaries supplied to the
defendant's wife while living apart, it is no de-
fence that the 'wife lias beca found guilty of
adtiltcry in the divorce court, if the defendant
aglso lias been found guiity of adultcry, and
therefore no divorce lias been decrecd.-Need-
)sa2n v. Bremner, Law Rep. 10 C.. 582.

Se EXECUTOR, 1, 2; GUARDIAN; POWFR, 3;
SPPAnATE ESTATE, 1; WILL, 4, 18.

huuE TRVST.-&ce TausT.

INcoME-see P&aRTNER&IIp, 2.
lY*DCTENv-Sée LAUCENY.

INF~ANT.-Sée GUMIDIANf; WILL, 1,ý.

The owner of land agrced to demise t» A. the
miiîwrals under it to tIse wcst of a certain "fa-nlt,"

,-tInce the abo'ie vas in type we haro rerelved the last
ruMber of the Law Reports, 2 Ex. 228, whcre a fulter report
O the atrgum,±at is given, to wb.ch the readekr la referred.-

suî>plosed to ruts throun the land in the direr-
tion indicated on a plan, the land bcinqt describ-
ed as suppos(,d to bic ciglity-tlsrc acres or
thercabouts. Thc owiser made n like agrceement
-sithi B. as to the minerais usuler the land to the
east of the fault, supposed to contain incty-
eight acrcs or thereabouts. The fault, was
afterwards found to rua so as to leave oa the
wcst eighit acres only. JIeld, on a blli by B. to
restrain A. from, worldng to the east of the
fault, that as the court would not, in a suit by
B. for spccific performance against the owner,
have decreed a demise of ai thse minerais to
the castof the fault, lie could not be dcemed ln
constructive possession so, as to maintain bis
suit against A.-Davis v. Skep/erd, Law Rep.

1Ch. 4 10.

Sée CAnRiFÀ, 2,; LEASE, 2; Lïorrr; INUISANCI;
PATENT, 1; TRusT.

1NsutANCc.
1, "--'le defendant assigned machinery to se-

cure advances by the plaintifi. Tise deed con-
tnined a covenant to insure, but no provision
for the application of the policy moncys, iri
case of fire, in liquidation of the de-bt. Tihe
machinery wns burot, and the defendants bie-
came bankrnpts. Held, that the plaintiff lad
no dlaimi to the benefit of the policy as egainst
tIse defendants.-Lees v. 1Vhifeley, Law Rcp. 2
Eq. 1423.

2. Under au insurance policy on goods froas
L. to M., -"iacluding ail risk to and fromn the
sllip," the poiicy to endure tili the goods should
ba safeiy lnnded at M., there is no implied war-
ranty of seaworthincss of ligliters, not beiong-
in- to the ship, and used for landing thse goods
at M.-Lzae v. JVtzon, Law Rep. 1 C. P. 412.

3. A ship was chartcred for a -voyage, at a
freiglit payable on arrivai nt the port of dis-
charge. The owaers insured the freiglit by a
policy contaiaing tise usnai suing and laboring
clause, and aiso the foliowing clause, -"war-
rantcd free from particular average, also froin
jettison, uiess the slip lie stranded, sunk or
burnt.» In tihe course of the voyage, the vos-
sel put into, z. port of distross, so, damsged by
perils of thse sealas to lie not wortis repairing,
and she was sold. The cargo hiavin g bee--u
landed and wareisoused, tise master proccred
another vessel, thse Caprice, to carry it on for
an agreed freiglit, whieh thse owners paid, re-
ceiving froin thse owners of thse cargo the full
charter-freiglit. Held, (1) that thse ownors
eould recover froin thse insurers, under thse
suing and laboring clanse, the froight of the
Caprice, and the expenses of conveying thse
cargo to lier frein tise warehouses, aithougls
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