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C. Jan. 20.

Piuinnirs AND OTHERS v. POLAND.

P.

Bankrupt—Dells contracted subsequent to Bank-
ruptey—Arrest—Protection—Creditor.

Where frec:lom from arrest by any creditor i8
granted to & baukrupt under 12 & 18 Vie. c. 106,
s. 112 (before his final lischarge), the bankrupt
is not thereby protected from arrest by a credi-
tor, whose debt accrued after the adjudication,
for ¢ creditor” in that section means a creditor
who could prove under the bavkrupicy. (14 W.
R. 433.)

Jan, 24;
Wixsor v. THE QUEEN.

Criminal procedure—Trial for murder— Discharge
of jury wihaut « verdict—Second trial on the
same wdictment—LRecord of second trial setling
Sfarth the discharge of the jury on the first trial
and the qrounds therecof— Error thereon—Rule
af practice—Revicw of discretion of a judge by
a court of Lrror—Ezamination of one prisoner
as a witness without having taken a verdict as to
such witness—Admissibility of cvidence not a
proper sulject for the consideration of a court of
€rror.

On a writ of error on 2 record from a Court
of Oyer and Terminer and grol delivery, which
record showed that at the Lent Assizes the plain-
tiff in error and one IL had, on indictment for
murder, been put on their trial, and that the
jury bad been sworn, and the case on the part of
both the Crown aund of the prisoners had beee
respectively duly concluded ; and that the jury
had, oo the evening of a Saturday, retired to
constder their verdict, and had remained ia
deliberation until a few minutes before twelve
o’clock, aud had then declsred that they were
unable and ualikely to agree; and that for this
and other reasons stated on the record the judges
of assize had discharged the jury; and that, at
the Summer Assize following (from which this
record was brought up), it was prayed, on the
part of the Crown, that the plaintiff in error
wight be tried separately on the aforementioned
iudictment, and that the other prisoner, H,
might give evidcuce on behalf of the Crownj
and that the plaintiff in error was then, in pur-
suance of the prayer, put on her trisl, and that
H. did give evidence on behslf of the Crown;
dnd that the trial procceded to a verdict of
guilty, and judgment against the plaindiff in !
error (there beng no verdict averred in the
record ngaiost the other prisoner).

Held, that the dischbarge of the jury on the
first trial was no ground of error against the
judgment on a sabsequent trial on the same |
indictroent.

That it was in accordance with the present
rulo of practice for a judge in his discretion to
discharge & jury who say they csannot agree on &
verdict, and that & court of error cannot review
the discretion of a judge so discharging » jury.

That such subsequent trial 1s no violation of
the rule that * no one shall be twice vexed on
the snme charge.”

That the admissibility of evidence is not a
subject which can be cousidered by & court of

Q B.

error. (14 W. R. 423)

EX. BryasT v. Ricizarpsox. Feh§

Infant—Necessuries.
In the absence of special circumstanges u

make them so, cigars and tubacco caunot be g
cessaries for an infant. (14 W. R. 401.)

C P * Feb. 19
Wavrtox v. THe LoNpox, Brigurox axn Seirs.
Coast Rainwax Co.
Contributory negligence— Leaving horse and ¢z
unattended.

The plaintiff’s horse and cart were standingy
his shop-door unittended, and close behind by
were drawn up the defendants’ horse and 253
also unattended. Thedefendants’ cart cameizy
collision with the plaintiff’s cart, and the pigy
tiff’s horse broke through his shop-window.

Held, that there was evidence of coutributey
pegligence ou the part of the plaintiff] which

judge was bound to leave to the jury. (14
R. 395.)
C. C. R. (Ir.) Feb. 1z

REg. v. WaLrack.

Where an Act of Parliament makes a panty
evidence, if it purport to be printed by
Queen’s priaters,” or *: by the Queen’s auth-
ity,” & gazette purporting te be printed by A.B,
without giving his style as Queen’s printer, s
purporting to be printed ¢ by authority,” ism
receivable.

Quare—Would evidence aliunde de admissibl
to show that A. B. was the Queen's printer, i
that the authority was the Queen’s authority!
(14 W. R. 462.)

CHANCERY.

V.C. W. Haorey v. RoBins. Feb. 10

Sale by order of the court— Conditions of sale

Where conditions of sale incorrectly state tit
effect of the trusts of » reversionary iotered
the purchaser of that interest is not bound 2
accept the title. (14 W. R. 387.)

V. C W. Feb. 16
Tae PexiNsyLar. WEST InDiax, axn Sourhsy
Bank (LiMiTED) ¥. DarTusa.
Injunction to restrain proceedings at law—Dig
—Answer.

Where a defendant has not, within a Teasy
ble time, put in his answer to a bill chargy
fraud against bim, he cavnot resist an injuncts
to restrain him from proceeding in his actioad!
law. (14 W. R. 454)

V.C.W. Feb. 18
Acoxs v. LANDED EsTATES CoMPANT.
Practice—Company— A ffidavit as to documal

A person properly made a party for discosth
as secretary to n, company, cannot evade makiy
such discovery simply by resigning his sl
tion after the filing ef the bill. (14 W.R. 3%



