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DIGEST OF THE ENGLîsH LAW REPORTS.

of the plaintiff's sbips flot beiîîg ready within
fourteaî days, notice heing given, then the
paymeuts to ha miade %gainst whlarf warrants
for aacb 500 tons slacked and heiug to buyer's
urder, the defendauît unulertakiîîg to put free
on huard when the vessel was ready. If the
defendant exceedad the time for delivery, bie
Waq to psy '7s. 6d. per week by way of fille.
Delivery was miade during May, Julie, July,
and Angust. and wss completed in Septenîber,
1873. Held, tbat the fine nmust ha calculated
from. May 15, 1873.-Beiglci?,i v. Blaeîcavor
Iron Co., L. R. 1(j Q. B. 319.

Ses BILL 0F LADINO ; CHARTER-PARTY,

1 ; DAmAGES, 2 ; LIMITATIONS, STATUTE

0F ; PARTNERSHIP; RAILWAY, 2.

'CO.NTI',BUTION.-See COMPAÂNY, 1.

-CONVICTION.

The appeliant was cou victed for negligently
ijuring the respondent in driving bis carniage

against the latter. Ha was again convicted
ou the saune facts aîsd under another statuts
for an assault un the respondent. Hcld, tlîat
the first conviction was a bar tu tbe second. -
Wemyso v. Hopkins, L. R. 10 Q. B. 378.

'CoPYHOLD.-Sce DEVISE, 1.

fCOVENZANT.-Sec LEASE.

'CaIEINAL LÂw.-àCe CONVICTION ; INFANCT.

4
JUi3T0M.-See LIEN.

DAM4GES.

1. The plain tiff owned certain building-
land, aîîd afso land upon wbich bie had built
a reservoir. A railway couîipany took the
building.iand. By statuts, i estimating the
Cnîpensation for the land taken, the arbitra-
tors were to take into consideration the
damsage occasioned hy seVerarce froin otber
lands uf the owner, or otherwise injuriously
ait scting sucb otiier lands. The arbitrator,
being, of opinion that tlîe land takaîs would
have heen ineviîabiy covered with ruilis wbich
Would have beau supplied witb water [romi
said. reset voir, allowed compensation for the

E!iainititf's lusa of the sale uf the water froni
is reservoir to the ni ilîs wbich would there-

after ha huit. Held, that suchi compensation
wu, properly awardsd.-Ripley v. Great
-Northerîs Railîcay Co., L. R .10 Ch. 143.

2. K. was the owner of land on sncb sida
of a bigbway, tîte soul of wbicb aiso belonged
to hlm, subject to tbe riglît to lise and nsain-.
tain the rond. The nattural surface ut tbe
.ground forîned a valley wlîicb the road crossed
on ans artiticial eînbankinent. K., who wished
tu tunnel the enîbankment, enî1 duyad tbe
Plainitiff to do tbe work. Tue detètîdants, a
'vaterworks cumpny, lîad laid their pipes

.aiong said road in accordnnce with powers
cOnferrsîl by statuts. The plaintiff pro.

.cseded with bis work. and, after tuîînellingthe ernbnnkmvuît, found that one ot the de-
fedlants' pipas wss leakiîîg. sud notified tb.,
'deftndants thereof. After soma Uinis, the
ieak wss stopped ; but the plaintiff was de-

layed by the leak, and put to expense..
Held, that the plaintiff could flot niaintain an
action for damages done to K. 's property,
althoug-h he had in cunsequence lost nîloney
under his contract witb K. Hcld, alao, that
even if K. would have been indictable for a
nuisance to the way, nevertheless bis partial
obstruction of the way would flot render
bis whole proceediugs su illegal as to prevent
bim trom recovering damnages for a-wrung.-
Catile v. Stoc1eiov Water Works, L. R. 10

Q.B. 453.
Ses LEASE, 1 LîsEL ; VENIiOR AND

PIECIIASER, 3.

DEED.-See EscRow; GRAN-,T.

DELIVEIL.Y.-SCe ESCROW.

DEMURRAGE.-&e6 CHARTEU-PARTY, 2.

DEPOSIT.-See VENDOR AND PURCHASER 2.

DEVISE.
1. Devise of freeholds and copyliolds to A.

snd B. upon trust during Uie lifs of C. to rs-
ceive aud pny the rents to C., or otherwise to
permit him to receive theni ;and, aftsr the
decease of J., the estates were devised to the
bieirs of the bodv of C. The testator nonuin-
ated A., B. and C. executors of bis wsill. Held,
that C. took ant estate-tail in the freebolds,
and the equitable life-estate in the copyholds.
-Baker v. White, L. R. 20 Eq. 166.

2. A testatrix gave bier real and personai
estate to bier husband for life, and after hm
deatti " to be divided aniongst my five chl-
dren, sbare aud share alike ; and if any of my
chiltîren should dia witbout issue, then that
child or children's share shail be divided, share
and share alike, among the children then
living ; but if any of my children sbould die
leaving issue, then tbat cbild (if only one)
should take its pareîît's share ; if flors than
one. to be divided equally amongst them, share
and share alike." Ona of the five children,
ail of wlîom. survived the tenant for life, die&
leaving chidren. Held, that lier share went
to bier cbildren. Another cbild djed chuldiess.
Held, that bier share went to the three surviv-
ing childran of tbe testatrix.-Oli'aît v.
Wrighte, L. R. 20 Eq. 220.

3. A testatrix gave ail lier estate, both real
snd personal, to M., for ber suie use during
bier lîfetinie, and after bier dleath to ber chul-
dren, in equal parts : in case M died isaving

nisuthe wbole of the property to go to
the next of kiti. 31. hiad one chîild, wbo dîed
hefore M. On +,he death of M., bier lillaband.
clainied said rea1 estitte. Held, that, as a
vested interest wvas given to the cbid of M.,
the wQýrd. "ileaving no cbildren" must hie
read, - having liad no chiidren ;"aid that
tberefore the plaintiff was eîîtitled to said real
estata.-Treharnle V. Layton L. R. 10 Q. B.
(Ex. Cb.) 459.

See ADEMPTION ; ANNUITY ;CONDITION;

LEGACT ; VENDOR AND PUIICHASER

DirElcTýORS-Se COMPANY.

I DSE-ZTAIî.MPNT.-8ec ESTÂTE TAIL.


