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2. A dlaima by prescription to a foll lu a
markiet of is. on every wagon may ha sustained
as a claim to a reasonabie foll, which miglit
vas'y lu amomnt with the value of money.-
(.Exchi. Ch. ras ersing tise (ldcison of tise Queen's

Bancis), Lsssje'ce v. iý'chs, Law Rep. 8 Q. B.
521.

PRINCIPAL AND AGENT-See LANDLORD AND TENAN;T,

1; M \STLR AND tIERVANT ; PLEDGE, 2;

Soir, 3.

PRINCIPAL5 ANISD SUREY-See LA-NILOso ANn TaNx
AST. 2

PRIOPITY.

1. A trustee, a solicitor, saw in a newspapcr

tise notice of a petition in insoivency by bis

cestui quse truSt, and acted on tise information.

lsld, u10(er tisa circumstances, tisaf a subse-

queut ssignee of the cestssi que truest, wiso had
given to tise trustee formai notice of thse assign-
ment to hlmii, did not therelsy acquire priority

oves' tise assiguce in insolvency, who did not

giN e formai notice fuil afterwards.-Lloyd v.
Bankts, Law Rep. 3 Ch. 488.

2. A isaving nsade a mortgage f0 B, aud a

soissequent equifabie, charge in favor of the

piissîiff, reqnasted tise defessdquts to psy off
tise first mortgaga. Thsis wss done, a discisarge

by B was essdorsed on tise first mortgage, and
tise titie deeds handed t0 the defendants, and
A set tise 'same time exeoted a morfgage to
the dlefendants, whIo lied no notice of tise plain-

tiffs charge. IJeld, tisat tie defendantslhad tie

bettes' equity, aîsd therefore tisat the mile, Qssi

j9r'uur est temspos'e patios' et jur'e, did not appiy,
but tisat tise defee)dants could not tack a furtiser

ads ance wlsieb they isad niada at the tisse of

payissg off tihe tlrst niortage, and whiicis was

ineluded ils tis' mortgaga to thems-lkeee v.

,Jackeo?2, Law Rap. 3 Ch. 576.
3. A trustee of funssd, invested in a mortgage

ln bis name, deposited tise deeds, withont snotice

of the trust, to seenre an advanca to iiself.

Bceld, tisat tise cestus que trust wes'e entitled to

ps'iority oveas tise equitaisia mortgagee, assd f0

deliv-ery up of tisa dceds.-Nsstos v. INessoss,

Law Rap. 6Eq. 135.
4. A ship owner, having mortgaged thse ship

to T. snbsequently effected a Cisarter party on
hem, tisa fraigist to ho paid " on unloading and

rigit delives'y of tisa carsgo, as castomary," and

" freight to be coiiectad by tise cisarterers.",

Dus'iug tisa voyage, thse owner assigned tise

fs'eight under this chsarter pas'ty f0 B. The
ship as'rived, and most of tise cargo, whici was

a genersîl one, svas delivesed to tise cunsigîsees,

bnt, iscfore the 's iole had beau. delivered, T
fouis possession. IJdld. that T, isaviag talien
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possession baforo any freîgist had becoma pay-

able from tise charterers to tisa owners, svas
entitied f0 tise freiglit, in priosif y f0 B. Br,)osses
v. Iàner, Law Rap. 3 Ch. 597.

5, Tise ownes' of a slsip mos'tgaged it to G,
whlo transferred it to W by way of suis ssort.
gage ; botis tisa nortgage and tise transfer w ara
registcred. In March,. 1865, G paid off W 's
suis-mortgaga, but tisa mortgagc was nlot re-
transfers'ed. In May, 1865, tisa mortgagos' gave

G anotiser mortgage to secure an amosint
whicis included tise money due on tise or'iginsal

mnorfgage, assd tis moriÉgage was reg-istered.

In Octobas', 1865, tise second mortgage was

tiansfes'sed f0 B. In Mercis, 1866, G ags'aad
tisat W, wiso isad no notice of tise ts'aîsfas' to

B, shonld isold tise original soorîgage, f0 sacuse
an account Current betwaen tlsem, sud is Juiy,
1866, B registared lus transfer. lAild, that as
*W became, ise Marcis, 1865, a trustee of tise

original mortgage for G, and as tise monay

sccurad by if was iacinded in tise subsequant
mortgage, wisicl was trassefaerred to B hefore
tisa new agreementf witis W, B isad prios'ity
oves' W.-Bell v. -Bllgtl, Law Rap. 5 iEq. 201.

PromissoRy NOTE-Sec ALTERArsON; DîSCîs mcE.

RAILWAY.

1. A railway Company are bonnd f0 take

every reasonabie cara to prevent danger te,

thair passcngcrs from cattlc coming on to tic

uine, but they are nof isouud f0 nsaint.siu fences

sufficiasst f0 lcecp tise cattie off tise lissa under
ail circursustass ces. -Bscton v. ÎV. _A Beilweey
Coe., Law Rep. 3 Q. B. 549.

2. Wiere a raiiway Company have diverted
a rond, ultra vires, but svitb a bose fide vicV f o
tise couvanience of tise public, a court of aq'sity

wiii isut compel tisas fu replace tisa road, if tise

mesuif svili ha f0 cauîse greates' inconvessiecc to

tise psublie or f0 fise comspiaiuing section of tise

public, lun sncb a case, an informatios s 

dismisscd, but witisout prejudice to a 1ssocecd-

iug at iaw.-ÂtAff'acy Gcnes'el v. ly, &tc., Rýail-

wsay Co., Law Rap. 6 Eq. 106.
,See ACTION, 2; ULTRA VIRES.

REMAISDER-Sce DEcvIsE.

REI'EAL OF5 STATUTE-S'C STATurE, REPrAL OF5.

REs AesjUOsCATA-See DIVORcE, 1.

REvocATrioN or WILL.
1. A testafor, isaving a power to chsarge cer-

tain land with £7,000, f0 ha divided ausong bis

cisildreu as ie sisossd appoint, aud, lu defsit,
smnng tisem equaliy, by bis wiil cisargesi tiîe

lassd wifls fisc 7,000, ssnd diîe,.tsd fiat £4,0 00,
part thereof, sisould ba paid t0 his sou, sudc tise
memainder f0 isis three daugisters equaily. By


