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DIGEST 0F ENGLISH LAW REPORTS.-

INFÂlIT.

-An infant gave a promissory note, charging
lu1s reversionary. interest with its paynient,
and executed a siatutory declaration stating
that lie %vas of full age. After attaining
tweIntY-o 1 he mortgaged said reversionary
Iflterest. IIeld, that said charge wvas avoided
by the niorto'age.-Innaî v. Ininan, L. R.1 5 Eq.2.

INPLE\CE-SecUNDUE INFLUENCE.

IJNCTION.-Sce PATENT, 1 ; UlcNC-,SCION-
AB3LE BARGAIN.

lxxNREEPII

Ili ail action for the value of goods stolenfront the plaintiff at a hotel, the~ defendant
Wlas the manager of the hotel ;Ind the license
'as ilulber name, but ail the property in the
houlse helonged to a hotel company whose
flamne'ais printed at the top of customers'
billls- Held, that the defeîîdant was niot liable
for the loss. é.ixobv. Birc/i, L. R. 8 Ex. 135.

leFAiTy.

Iflsanity hield to be sickness.-Burton v.
b'cn . R. 8 Q. B. 295.

See WILL, 7.
INsO)L'VE'cY.-Se BANKRUPTCY; Lî3îrrÂvîON.

N8tiuRANý4CE.

1- A vessel w-as insured at and from L. to theest or southwest coast of Africa during lier
8tYandi trade tlhere, and back to a port of

'cýalI il, the United Kingdomi returning at a
rentace varincr with the period of the risk
te aibig held covered at 1381. 4d. per

'nbthif longer than twelve months out.
Lue vesse! wvhe n on the African coast rexnained

aport a mionth assisting, another vessel.
lda dleviation.-orniany of Atrica&Mkerclw2l1 s v. Britîsh and Forcign Marine~ In-

""«Uîce Co., L. R. 8 Ex. 155.
2- A proposai for insurance on a vessel was

%c.eetedlby an insurance company on M1ardi
lth. Oit the l7tlî March the îlaintifrs
leaned that the vessel was lost, and the same

dY sent to the company for a policy ini pur-
fOttahce of the terms of said piop>)sa-l. 'l'lie
qýOraPany then for the first time asked thea 0o1) f Irevious iîîsîrancc, and a warranty

13 in(.rte(l in the policy as to its ainount,
a"'the olic wtas tlen given to tlie plaintiff.

SJury fotind that the conipany accepted*e:1 ri-sk on Mqardi litb. JIeld, that the ad-
osaidwarranty, whichi was for the

neft of te company and did not affect the18Z id flot postpone the date of the contract
'Vere lotrh1t ;adta tll e plaintiffswer ]lt buli tocomuniateinformation
eCer e after Mardh 1 ith. -Listnian v.

0rhÏn&-Mritime Iiîsurancc Co., L. R. 8 C.

~.The Own crs of a vessel then on a voyage
th Zatan ch ered the vessel to >I.aend tha it shnld proceed to Calcutta,

an~ ý1ee iing tight, stauncli, and stronE',
Severy way fitted for'the voaeP houi
ea'r , ag rvde oLno

vessel wvas injured at New Zealand, and the
master being unabie tliere to learn the extent
of said injuries had soine repairs made, and
then proceeded to Calcutta. There lie iearned
that the damage sustained justified an aban-
douinent, and Cnotified bis owners thereof.
The owners on receipt of this informationi
gave the insurers notice of abandoument
anti daim for total loss. Held, that the
loss of freight was caused by a perilof the,
sea ; that no notice of abandonment need be
given to insurers of freighit ; and that even if
necessary, the notice given as above was flot,
unider tlîe circumstances, too late. -Rank-in
v. Potter, L. R. 6 H. L. 83 ; is. c. L. R. 5 C.
B. (Ex. (C4.> 841 ; L. R. 3 C. P. 562,

INrERROGATORIES.
l'he plaiintiff brouglit suit to establish a

right ef comînon. Tic defendant filed inter-
rogatories asking the plaintiff to set forth.
a--y instance wien suci riglit had been en-
joyed. Itcld, that the plaintiff was not bound
to answer the interrogatories. Either party
is cntitled to discovcry of facts making vut
his own case, but flot of matters supporting
his opponcnt's case. -Comnmissioners of Sew-
ers of the City of Londosî v. Gilaise, L. R.
15 Eq. 302.

JUDGMENT.-Sce OJUMINAL LAW.

J URISDICTINo
On an application of an infant by petition

for an allowance for maintenance, the court
lias jurisdiction to charge the expense of his
past and future maintenance up02I tie corpus
of an estate to whiclî the infant is entitled in
fee.-In ,.e Hoivarte, L. L. 8 Ch 415.

Sec LIMtITATIONS, STATTJTE 0F; RECEIvER.

LARCENY.
The prisoner was a depositor in a post-office

savings-bank in wliici 1lIs. stood to his credit.
Wishing to withdraw 10s. lie obtained a de-
livery warrant for that sum, and presented
the warrant to the post-office clerk. The
cierk referring by mistake to anotlier warrant
for £8, piaccd £8 upon the counter, and the
l)risoner took the money and wcnt awaj.
Ileld, (by COCKBURN, C. J., BOYILL, C. J.,
KELLY, C. B. ; BLACKBURN, KEATING,
M1ELLOJI, Lti , G îtOVE, DENmAN and AncHi-
]IALD, J. J., and IiO'r', B.; MARTIN, BRAM-
W%ýELL, and CLEASBY, B. B., and BREiT, J.,
disselutincg), that the prisoner was guilty of
larceny.-.Pcgi)ta v. Iicddlctoqt, L. R. 2 C. 0.
38.

LEASE.-SC DIlSCOVERTY, 1.
LEGACY.

1. A testatrix bcqueathed £500 in trust for
E. for life, and in case E. shouid icave no
chuldren at bier decease, then the trustees
were to divide said surn ciamongst the licirs
of my late brother J." She made another
similar bequest in which the ultimate gift in
defauit of the chuldren of E. was to her nieces ;
and lier residuary estate she bequeathed to,
" thc five yonngest children of my late bro-
ther J.," naming them. Heldthat the word,
"'heirs" in the first bequest muet, under the
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