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DIGEST 0F THIR ENGLISH LAw REPORTii.

POWICR TO SELL.-Se TRUST TO SELL. tauts died, and J. claimed the fuud out o
AN» AENT.which, this annuitant had received bis aunuid

PRInCIPAL AN GN.ity. Held, that ail the annuities must be
1. Action for hreach of the following paid in full before J. could take anything

ufldertakioo. "I undertake toload the ship as residuary, legatee.-In re Tootai's Esai.
Der eersuch, twenty.nine keels, wîth Bebside Hankin v. Kilburn, 2 Ch. D. 628.
cas, in ten colliery working days. On se.

Count of Bebside Colliery, W .S. Hoggett." Rxuarr, PETITION OF.-SUe PETITION 0F RIGUT.
Hoggett the defendant, was s clerk of the SALE.-6C VENDoR's LIEN.
ellier'Y Compsny, which had madle a contract
with B.,W., & Co. to fnr.ish them.acertatin SALVAGE.
amoeunt Of coal in*the months of Jannary, The steamer M., from Sumatra to Jedda,
February, and March, " the tturn to be mutu- with 550 pilgrims, was wrecked on the Par-
thysre po . . C. bree kin Rock; in the Red Ses, two or three.daya'

thl Pisjintjf" ship to convey the coal ; and voyage from Jedda. The steamer T. came up,
the Plsintitf, objecting to the provision of the snd hier captain refused to rescue sud carry
chsrterparty as to the matter of datention in to Jedda the pilgrims for leas than £4,000,
lOading " in turn, the aboya undertaking was the whole amount of the passage mouey from

rcrred sud the charter was completed. Summatra, to Jedda. The captain of theM.
*he untdertakmug purported to be with uobody atstaredtgvehi mutHld

3,articular. Te vessai was datainedýbe- that the bargain was inequitable, and must
Yod tan dlays, sud the dlaim was for demiurr- ha set asile. £1,8M0 was awarded. Tye

tye." eJdd ntht the jury properly found that Medina, 1 P. D. 272.
uef elc a ~ ersonally bound, though SHRF

lie did not kno hae was miaking the under- IRF.
thkn urfruat apuigcatr n A sheriff seized gooils under fi. fa., and
hat there wyas consiclaration therefor. Weid- tha exeeution craditor afterwards lost his

fier v. !ffoggett, 1 C. P. D. 533. dlaim, under the execution by acceptitlg a
2. Abroar i no paronaly hbla~ ~ composition from the exacnitiou debtor. He

uO~~~ su uuigtu gave uo instructions to tha sherfiff bow to"te 8igned by him, an"unn. hs proceed, sud the shariff sold the goods for bis
have this day sold by your order and for your fées snd exp-nses. Held, that the exacution
Sudount, to my pl.incipals, five tons auth- dabtor could maintalu trover or traspass
racan. C_ uhe~~ ~uxt1,iC .D against the shariff in respect of the gouda 80

37~ .1. C. P. D. l<o 10 Am. Law Rev. sold. -Siteary v. Abdy, 1 Ex. D. 299-
Sce BILLS AN» NOTES, 1;BROXER. SÂD

PIVLQ»COM MUNI CTION. See INSPECTION lu an action te impaach a testators's sig-
OP DocumKENEs. ;RODUCTION 0F Docu- nature to a wili whiclî the piaintiff'as su at.
XENTS. testina witneas. the defeudaut testified as an ai-

PýkIITý YeCMASTER AND SERVANT, 2.
PXOUION 0F DOCUMENTS.

abt .ing company, having a controversy
&outan llaged fraudulent transfer of an sc-
ct at he of~'~ its brsnch offices, talegraphed
tethu mnae of tha branch office to write
full p5rtieufars Inuetle suit that followed,

t'ebank rafuseà to produca the latter saut in

ld* FSOa n B- an k of B rti h lum bia, 2 C2h.
D.- 644 . kofBisl

UEXIAT ]2EULT.-em MERASURE 0F DAM.
ÂGES.

PLIC 0
FIIL SePATENT.

Xtrllo",'0 F CONTRACTSeC INFANT.

"DLy N PltRSfONALT .- See MARSIIALLING

ria. ttarix g ave lîfe annuitias, anu ree
ld ivetecl te psy them. She then gave

th er e state, «"iucluding the fuudn

tively, 8n suhel aunuities shall re-
~~i thy ce, to J. The astate pqid ouly

l' * e POuuids sud the court ordered sum
"P ýd teeach antto ha invested
An '1. cOme duypa. 6ne of the simili-

r-

V rt t[athle th ouglit the signature was forged.
The jury fouud in favor of the wiii sud the

presidi.g judge animadverted severely upon
the bardihood of the expert. These strictures.
were pub] ished naxt day in the Times. Aftar-
wards defeudaut was cailed in an action for-
forgery, and tastified that the alleged forgeriea
warc genuine signatures. The counsai, in
croas-examination, referred to the witness'
testimouy in the previous case, the remsrka of'
the judge, sud the item ini the ime, aud
sat down. Thereupou the wituess begau au
"aexplanation" of the previons casa, aud, in
spite of the efforts of the judge to stop hlm.
said :"'1 believe that wii to be a tank
forgery, sud I shall believe 80 to the day of'
my death" The jury fouud, on spacial ques-
tions put them by the judge, that the wit-
nasa spoka these words not in good faith as a
witueas, lior iu answer to auy question, but
for bis owu purposas, sud maiiciotîsly. Hed,
that the words were privileged.-aan v.
Netherclifi, 1 C. P. D. 540.

SOL» NoTE .- Se B3ROKER.

STATUTE.
A man may be couvicted sud fined for "rid,

ing a horse furiotlsly s0 as to endanger tbe
,ives of passenigers, " under the following stat-
ut.: -If any person, f idinq aîy borse or-
best, or dri-iag auy Sort of carniage, shall
ride or dri.a' the same fariously &0 asu to i.ý


