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The <lefendants refuiscd to djefenid the above
a fction. liclu, tînt tbe plaintiffs %vere entitled
to recover tlic amnounit of daniues whicli IL
hal recovered of thein, buit notcthe costs they
had p tid H. -Booacv. Lwitlou, Challhar,
&D,)verR'îiliccy CJo., L. Rl 10 Ex. (Ex. Cli.)

311-.
2. A passengcer on a railway was injured by

an accident, and dîed iii eonsequence. Ris
execnitrix bronghit an action for expenses of
niedical attendance, and the loss occasioned
to bis estate fromn bis being iniahie to attend
to his business previous to, bis death. Held,
that the execiitrix wvas entitled to recover for
expenses axîd loss to lbusiniess.-Brtïdsltaw v.
Lancashirec & Yorkà,hiire JailwaY CJo., L. R.
10 C. P. 189.

3. The plaintiff took, tickets for hinself, bis
wife, and tîvo children aged respcctively five
andi seven vears, to go by the înidnight train
on flic defendants' railway fromn A to B.
The train did not go to B., and the plaintiff
and his faînily ivere olige-d to get out at C.
and walk to B., a distance of five miles. It
was a wvet ighylt, and the plaintitffs ivife
eaughit cold, and w:îs unable to assist lier
hnisband iii his business for some time in con-
sequence, and expenses were. ineurred for
mnedical attendance. The jury folnnd a ver-
dict of £8 dainages for the plaintiff's incon-
venience in beingr obliged to îvalk homne, and
£20 in respect of the îvife's illness and its
consequence. H1eld, that the verdict for the
£8 mnst stand ; but the daînages cýompen.
sated by tlic £20 were too remiote, and that
tbe verdict must lie reduceei by this san.
CCcî<urtx, 0.1. : I tbinik that the near-
est approach to aniytlingi like- a flxed mile is
thîs :that to entitie a peso to dlainages by
reason of a breach of contract, thc injnry for
irhieli compensation is asked should be one
that may be fiily taken to have heen con-
temý pated by the parties as the possible rpsuit
of thle breachi of conitract. "-Tobbs v. Lcnmdon
& Soutlt Western Railwiay CJo., L. R. 10 Q.
B. l1i.

Sec NEGFCLIGENCE, 1 ; PILOTr.

DECIEE.- SeC CONVERISION-'.

DamURREm.-S9ce BILL~ ix EQUITY, 1.
DEvisE.-Sée ADVANCEMENT ; CONSTRUCTION;

LE.ArY ; RELsIDUE ; VESTED INTETiEST.
DiaECTOR.See BAÂNE.

DISAFFIRMACF-SC PLEADING.

DIVORCE.-Sed SETTLEmENTr, 2.
DOCUMENTS, PRODUCTION 0F.

Petition for winding Up thc Emmna Mining
Company. The secrettîry filed an affidavit
denying, tîje allegations in the petition -and
lie was cross-exanmined upon the affidavit,
and served with a notice to prohîce the
books of the, coflpany. whidh. he rcfnised to

eh do. Ifeld. that the petitioner was entitied to
the production of the books for the purpose of
testing tIc secretary's mcînory.-1 1 re Etirna
silve?. vin ing Co, L. R. 10OCh. 194.

DOMIIIE.SeeSETTLEMENT, 2.
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A strearu îas dividedl irninemorially, btut
by artificial means, inito two branches at E.,P
one brandi flowing ou into the river Irveil,
and the second branch to a farni where ie
sup1)lied a trough, the overflov percolatiflg
l)y no <Iefined course into said river. In 1847,
W., who o'vned said fai-m andi thence to the
Iril, collected said overflowv and carried it
by a drain to a miii on the banks of the
lrweli. In 1865, W. purchased the land
through wlîich said second brandi flowed
from E. to said farii. lIn 1867, W. sold said
iii with ail water rigbts to the plaintif.

JIe'd, that the plaintitf could inaintaini au
action against a riparian owvner above E. for
obstriicting the flow of the wvater. .- Holk6r
v. Por-ritt, L. R. 10 Ex. 59 ; s. c. 8 Ex. 107
7 Ain. Law Rev. 684.

ELEÇTTON.-See INSURANCE, 1.
EM-INENT DOiIAEN.

In August, 1864, the plaiiitiffs ivere served
by a railway company îvithi notice to treat.
la November, 1864, the coxnpany entered
into possession of the plaintiffs' land. On the
2Oth of Anignst, 1869, the verdict of a jurl
assessed the plaintifi's' compensation at £2,OUO.
Ield, that the conîpany initst pay the plaifll
tidfs' interest on said £2, 001) froni Noveniber,
1864, wlien the company took possession.-
Rhils v. Dare Valley Railway Co., L. R. 19
Eql. 93.

See NOTICE To TREAT.
EQITITY.-ScC BILL INEQULrY; BOND ; FRAUDS,

STATUTE 0F, 1i LIBEL; MINE ; NOTIC-
TýO TREAT.

ESTOPPEL.
Declaration by inidorsee of a bill to exchange

against the accepter. Pica by wvay of estOP~
îîel, setting ont the proceedings iii a for.mer
action by the plaintiff, wherein the defendanl
had pleaded a composition deed to whiu'
the plaintiff was a party, ivhereby the de '
fendant wvas to be discharged froin his debtS,
inclnding said bill, on payment of a cOlui
position in twvo in)stalmients, iii defanît Of
hîaymient the deed to l)e void ;the plaintl«f
had1 replied non-payment of the first instal'
ment, an(1 the defendant lhad rejoined a ImUs
take iii non-paymieut on the proper day, and
a stibsequent tender ; whereupon the plaO
tiff confessed the plea and paid costs. 'rO

this plea the plainitiff replied that anothef
instalment had become payable, and that the
defendant liad made default w hereby the coin-
position deed became void. Demurrer. ff6d,
that the replication was good. - Hall v. AY
L. R. 10 C. P. 154.

EVIDENZCE.-SCe BAN KRU PTCY, 2 ; CHIECK, 2
DOCL'MENTS, PRIODUCTION OF ; M'
MIAGE ; NEGLÎGENCE, 2 ; SEÂAVOIToi'
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ExECUTRs AND ADMINISTRATORS.

1. An administrator of C. obtained jnd(g-
mient in Calcutta against N. who subs6-
quently died in Englaud. Held, that th


