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WALKER v. THE G. W. R. Co.—Dicest oF Excrisi Reroxts,

This was an aotion to recover remuneration for
medicnl attendance. The defendants denied their
liability. The case was tried before Pigott, B.,
at the last Worcester Assizes, and the facts were
as follows : —The plaintiff was a surgeon, exer-
cising his profession near the Brettle Lane
Station, upon the defendant’s line. An accident
occurred upon the line near that station, by which
one Jones, a set “ant of the company, wasinjured.
The station-ma ter at Brettle Lane telegraphed
1o the company’s ,eneral manager informing him
of the accident. He telegraphed back, directing
the station-master to secure medical attendance.
The pleintif was accordingly called in by the
station-master to attend Jones. Upon this evi-
dence it was objected for the defendants that
there was no evidence to charge the defeadants,
the general manager having no sufficient authori-
ty for this purpose. A verdict was found for the
defendant for the amourt claimed, with leave for
the defendants to move to enter a noc-suit.

Huddleston, Q. C., now moved accordingly.—
A general manager has no authority to pledge
the company’s credit by employing a surgeon on
their bebalf. This was held in the case of a
astation-master in Cox v. The Midland Railway
Company, 3 Ex. 268. Aund the employment of
a general manager is of the same echaracter,
though his duties are more extensive.

The Court refused a rule,

Rule refused *
—Weekly Reporter
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(Continued from page 133.)
llvssaxp axp WIFE,

In an action for necessaries supplied to the
defendant’s wife while living apart, it is no de-
fence that the wife has been found guilty of
adultery in the divorce court, if the defendant
also has been found guilty of aduliery, and
therefore no divorce has been decreed.—Nerd-
kam v. Bremner, Law Rep. 1 C. P. 582.

Sce Execuror, 1, 2; Guarpiax; Powsr, 3;

Seearate Esrate, 1; Wiwg, 4, 18.
Iueuten Trust.~Gee Trust,
Iscoue —See PanTNERSHIP, 2.
Ispicrsent —See Larcexy.
INFANT —See Guarpiaw; Wiez, 13,
Invserzon.

The owner of land agreed to demise to A. the
minerals under it to the west of a certain “faalt,”

* Since the above was in typo we hsvo received tho Jast
rumber of the Law Reports, 2 Ex. 228, whoro a fullor report

‘;g}it; a&gument is given, to which the reader is referred.—
s L. JL

supposed to run througn the land in the direc-
tion indicated on a plan, the land being describ-
cd as supposed to be ecighty-three acres or
thereabouts. The owner made a like agreement
with B. as to the minerals under the land to the
east of the fault, supposed to contain ninety-
eight acres or thereabouts. The fault was
afterwards found to run so as to leave on the
west eight acres only. Held, on a bill by B. to
restrain A. from working to the east of the
fault, that ag the court would not, in a suit by
B. for specific performance against the owner,
have decreed a demise of ali the minerals to
the east of the fault, he could not be deemed in
constructive possession so as to maintain his
suit against A.—Dayis v. Shepherd, Law Rep.
1 Ch. 410.

See Carrikr, 2; Leask, 2; Lient; Numsaxcr;

Parext, 1; Trust,
InsuRANCE,

1. “he defendant assigned machinery to se-
cure advances by the plaintiff. The deed con-
tained a covenant to insure, but no provision
for the application of the policy moneys, in
case of fire, in liquidation of the debt. The
machinery was burnt, and the defendants be-
came bankrupts. Held, that the plaintiff had
no claim to the benefit of the policy as egainst
the defendants.—ZLees v. Whiteley, Law Rep. 2
Eq. 143.

2. Under an insarance policy on. goods from
L. to M., “including all risk to and from the
ship,” the policy to endure till the goods should
be safely landed at M., there is no implied war-
ranty of seaworthiness of lighters, not betong-
ing to the ship, and used for landing the goods
at M.—ZLane v. Nixon, Law Rep. 1 C. . 412.

3. A ship was chartered for a voyage, at a
freight payable on arrival at the port of dis-
charge. The owners insured the freight by a
policy containing the nsual suing and laboring
clause, and slso the following clause, “ war-
ranted free from particular average, also from
Jjettison, unless the ship be stranded, sunk or
burnt.” In the course of the voyage, the ves-
sel put into & port of distress, so damaged by
perils of the seaJas to be not worth repairing,
and she was sold. The cargo having been
landed and warchoused, the master procered
another vessel, the Caprice, to carry it on for
an agreed freight, which the owners paid, re-
ceiving from the owners of the cargo the fall
charter-freight. Held, (1) that the owners
could recover from the insurers, under the
suing and laboring clanse, the freight of the
Caprice, and the expenses of conveying the
cargo to her from the warehouses, although



