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DIGEST OF EGLISU LAW REPORTS.

enters, administrators and assigris of the survi-
vor of the "aid unborn issue, gives an absolute
intercst to the survivor, and is not too remate.
.Avern v. Lloyd, Law flop. 5 Ch. S83.

See ADEMIMTON; ILLIGITIMATE CILOREN; MAR-
811ALLING 0E -AssErs; SATrsI SCTION; VESTEO IN-
TERESI; WILL.

LicE.NsE.

IlWe do grant ta W. liberty and license to
fasten" a coal hulk ta certain moorinos, util
crie month's notice hae givon. W. Ilta pay
towards the exîttases af piacing aîîd maintain.
ing and repairing the moorings," £30 per ann.
ei, ta be a licenso, not a demise, and hence

that W. was nlot liable ta be rated as occupier.
Ivatkies v. Oeerseers of 1lonnxi(ïesc,
Law iiep. S Q. B. 850.

LSEN.-Se6 VENDOR AND POJRCIISASERP 0E REàL Es-
TAIE.

LIMITATIONS, STATOlE OF.
1. TrustLes, onder an act ai Parliament, macde

a road, fifty y cars boforo this suit, separated
frein a field by a badge, a banis, and a ditch
threo foot wide, adjoining the field. This ditoli
bacante filled up, anci was nover re-opened; but
a ditch a foot -%ide bad beon mode since by tlic
tenant of the field, and it biad also bocome obli-
teratod. The boedgo had always been includled
in the lease of the field, and the tenants had
always trimod the saine at their own expense,
testifled that thoy had Ilbeld and usod " the
land wtthin. the saine for more than twenty
years (thougb apparently only by allowing their
cattie ta drink ont of the ditch wlien open, and
graza ovor its site whon filled op), -Ivithout the
intorferonco of the trustecs. JIsld, thora was no
such adverse user as ta give the owners of thic
land a titi0 ta the site of the ditch hy flic
Statute of Limitationus.-Searby v. Toitenham
Reaoy Coa., L.aw flop. 5 Eq. 409.

2. A choque is nat an advanco ontil it has
beon paid, and the Statuto of Limitations only
rafla frara that time-Gardea v. Brue, Law
flop. 3 C. P. 300.

3. The analogy of the Statuta of Limitations
cannot ha sot up by an executor, in answer ta
a claim foundod on a hreach of trust hy bis
tostatar.-Britlbook v. Goodein, Law Rap. 5
Eq. 545.

Scc TiiisT, 2, 3.

Locus PR(NITENTLE.-See CaMPANTY,

A comiiittee of the persaon of a Isinatie had
recoived an ailowance of a certain saim a yoar
for the Maintenance of the lunatie, and another
soin for the maintenance of bier children, and

swora that, aiter properly maintaining the
lunatie, hae had spont the remainder of baer
ailowanco on the maintenance of hier childreni.

Rel, that hae aould not ha ordercd ta acconut
on the petition of thic children.--it iv Ficuc,
Law flop. 3 Ch. 3M7

&eC Anx'as'rsIos.

MARPLIA E.-&Ce CONFIca' op L.is, 1; N~ULLITY OF

MARRIAGE.

MASFIoALLf.NG 0-V AssETS.
A testator lcft £2,000 ta plainti il, and devised

the rosidue of bis roal estate ta the deïondant.

Theopersonsi estate was insufficiot to ay dehts
and icoacies. Hli (revorsing the dccision of
Kinderslcy, V. C.), ftic plaintiff hadl not a

rigbt af marshallinug as agoinst dcfeudaut, in
consequonce of the Wills Aut, but thot bath

siotuld contribute ratahly.-lcesiae v. Fyr
Law flop. 3 Ch. 420; s.c. Law flop. 2 Eq. 627
(ante, 1 Ain. Law 11ev. 516).

Sec PowEIm.

MASTER AND SERVANT'.
1. It is no answer to a suit igainst dictors

of a campany, for infringement of a pa~tent, that
thic aots wera donc hy workin einployed by
defondants, but cocO rary ta ticir ordcrs; the
infringemont having taisen place in dendiants'
warks, and iii the oulrse af the proper dutios
of the worlcmen.-Betts v. De Vitre, La-Iv flop.
3 Cii. 429, 441.

2. W., the dofendants' servant, iras lcilled in
cansequonco of the nogligent construction of a
platforîn by N., also iii their cniploy. N.'s fit-
ncess for bis place was not douiod, The jury
were instrocted, that, if tise platform was coin-
pletod before W. was engagcd, and if the de-
fendants lied delcgated ta N. their whole power
and dîsty, withaut cantrol on their part, 1,. and
N. worc not fcllow ivorkmen, and tise defendants
waoold not be discisarged on that gronnd. 17el,
erroiceons. IS.'s dluty was a continuing one.
A master is not made liable ta a servant for an
injury caosed hy the negligonco of a feiloiv-
servant, hy the simple fact that the latter is of
a hig-her grade, as a superintoudoent.-.IVilsoo
v. 

3
ferry, Law Rep. 1 I. L. Sc. 326.

MISDEaRaaNO.-See OO3SGENE PUBLICATION.

MISrAErx-See jESTOPPE.

MasueAOE.
t. A martgage was msade, hy one of the de-

fendants ta the plaintiffs, of a certain number
of branded sheep, with thseir Ilissne, increase
and produce." A second nîortgage was ma de
ta the other defendants, 'wbich inelndcd othier
sheep. Wlsile the mortgagar was in possession,
ho miugled tise latter sheep a ith the former;


