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DIGEST 0F ENnaîsil LAW REPORTS.

[Vot. VIII., N. S.-311

PRINCIPAL AN» AGENT-Sec CONTRACT, 4.
PRîourrT.-Sec ASSIOSMENT 0F FREuIGRiT; SOLI-

CITOR, 4.
PRLIVILEGE.

A defendant deciined to give Certain infor-

mation obtained fromr letters of bis partuer,
althnugb the letters were sent to hlm, for hlm
to usake use of in bis defence. leeld, that hoe
was privilegeel with respect to the information
contained in the letters.-Phillips v. Routc, L.
R. 7. C. P. 287.

See OESCEF.N PUBLICATION.
PusizE.-Sec CONSTRUCTION OF STATUTE, 1.
PROEATE-Sce ADMINISTRATION, 1, 2 ; WILL, S.
Pntocasxî Amy. -Sec SoLICsTr, 8.
P1îODUCTION Or DOeulMENTs.-See PARTNERSHIIP

Boors.

PRoFEssioNAL Anvîca-cee UNDUE INFLUENCE.

PROFESSIONAL MîÏScesNDUCT.-Sce BARLISTER.

PeOITs -Sec PARTNERSjSIP, 1.
Fr HBITIN, RIT or. -Sec JURISDICTION.

PnLoer 0F CLAIR.

By the cuetom Of Cornwall, a shareholder in
a mine COndocted On the cash-book plan, upon

gVing up bis shares and paying calis, is on-
titled to bis esare of the stock and plant. A
year after P., a ehareliolder lu a Cornish mine,
had relinquisbed bis ehares as above, witbout
being paid bis ebare in the stock and plant, the
company was wound up. Held, that B. miglit
prove a dlaim for hie share of the stock aîsd
plant, as a cîeditor.-lIn s-e Ps-ospes- United Xi1-
ning Gomspany, L. R. 7 Ch. 286.

Sec BANRRUPTCY, 2.
Proor or DEÂTHI.-Sec INJUNCTION. 1,
PROVISION FOR Cssn.naa.-Sce DEn,'T.
Pnoxîas.-Se PRACTICE, 6.
PEOXINATII AND RESIOTE CAUSE.

D)efendante were negligent in allowing their
veseel to etrike on a hank; sîse wae driven

thence againet the plaintiffs sea-wall, as was
inevitable, after she had once struck the bank,
B'eld, that defendauts were liable.-R0nneY
Meass/ v. Ts-inity Heuse, L. R. 7 Ex. 247; s. c.

L. R. 5 Ex, 204.
Ses DAMAGEs, 2.

PUBLIC 'SArszry.-Sec LsAnILrrr 0F I3UInssîR.

PUJNsSîsswîîT.-Sec INDICTMENT.

BURCIIASE-MONEY.

1-1. agreed to purcha-se reai estate, and died
before the purchase wae completed, and the
veudor neglected to enforce specillo perfor.
mance. ]

8
Hcdthat the heir-at-law of 1. wasen-

titled to tbe purchase money.-Hcdsoa v. Cook,
L. R. 13 Eq. 417.

qQUIET ENJOrsMNeT.-See LANDLORO) AND TEN-
ANT, 3.

RAILWAY.
1 - A railway Compnny covonanted with par-

ties who buiit refreshment saloons along tho
line, tbat ail trains, "except - . . those not
under the control of the cornpany," sbould stop
ten minutes at a certain etation. The puet-
office department required the company to mun
a mail train, stopping five minutes at said sta-
tion. Neel, in an action on tise covenant, that
such train was not under the control of the
company."-kuti>,is v. T/te Gs-eat Western
-Reibeey Compenýy, t. R. 7 Ch. 409.

2. Plaintiff agreed witb defendant company
to seil it eleven acres of iand, from a tract con-
taining two bundred acres, et an agreed price;
and il îvas further stipulated, that if the com-
pany îvanted more land, Lt should pay at the
rate of £100 per acre for it. The agreement
was to be suppiensental to the Lande Clauses
Acte. The company took the eleven acres, and
before the expiration of the power to take land
given ondes- its Acte, it gave notice to treat for
three acres without mentioning tise agreement.
Suhsequently the company abandoned its pro-
posai to treat, and claiîned under the ssgreo-
nient. The engineer testified th at tise three
acres were needed for tise business of the road.
lIeeld, that the company could take only a ne-
cessas-y qoantity uiider thse agreement, that it
ws not estopped from aeserting the agree-
nient by its notice to treat, tisat tbe engineer's
word was ps-iota fecie evidence of wbat quan-
tity of land the road needed; and that it
shoold have the three acres at £100.-Kempt
v. Sentceas/es-n J2eiwcsy Comspansy, L. R. 7
Ch. 864.

See CONDIToON BRECEDEIST; LIEN.
RATAEILITY. -Sec SURFACE tANne.
REAL ESTATE.-SQe LEGAýCY, 8; Wsra, 9.
REARTY ANO PEnPSOsATv.-See LoAcv, 3.
REBUTTAL.-Sec EVIDENCC, 2.
RLCIrAaS.-See Powscu 0F SALE.

REFEREEn.-SN' Evînsîsor., 4.

REsîeT.NESS.-See WILL, 10.
RENEWAL Or PATENT-Sec LETTP-rS PATENT, 2.

REFNT.-Sec AUcTIoN; LANDLOsSD ANII TENANT,
2, 4.

RESeînUanv LcoATan.-Sec WILît, 6.
RESTRAINT Or PatraaF,. -Sec UoNTRrACT, 1.
RESTRICTION AS TO PARTICULX&R TRtAoN.-Sce

LANDLORD AN» TENANT, 3.
RESULTING TRUST.-See STATOTE OFrPRAUDS, 2.
RIS. -Sec SALE.
RULE iN SHIELLEY's CAsE-Sec TRUSTER, 2.
SALE.

Plaintiffs, according to their custom, soid de-

fendant sugar on these terims: "«Prompt at one


