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June 4.

ctice — Time to plead — Signing judgment on
Saturday—Reg. Gen. 1858,

By Reg. Gen. 1856, it is ordered that the
sice of pleadings, &c., shall, on Saturday, be
WJe before two o’clock, p.m. If made after
aoclock, p.m. on Saturday, the service shall
deemed ns made on the following Monday.”
e defendant’s time for pleading expired on
trday, and the plaintiff signed judgment at
$p.m. on that day, no plea having then been
isered.  fleld, that notwitbstanding theabove
e, the defendunt had all Satarday to plead.
:d that the judgment should be set aside. 14
5.R. 781

.. CoNNELLY V. BREMNER.

f.of L.

fee MerseY Docks axp Harnour Boarp ve
PENBALLOW AND OTHERS.

June 5.

fes Merser Docks ANp Hamnour Boarp v.
GisBs axp Orfers.

Jeghgence— Pudlic body constituted by Act of Par-
lament recetving no profit from their office—
Liability for defzult of servant.

The Mersey Docks and Harbour Board were
wostituted by Act of Parliament a corporation
% the purpose of managing, repairing, and
sintaining the Liverpool Docks, and were em-
prered te levy certain tolls on all ships using
tedocks, which tolls were to be used exclusively
ur certain public purposes specified in their Act
 Incorporation. The members of the Board,
rither in their individual nor corporate capaci-
ties, veceived any profits, directly or indirectly,
frermthe tolls so levied. At the entrauce to one
of the docks a bank of mud had accumulated,
shich rendered it dangerous for the purposes of
wigation (the lock being nevertheless kept
tpen for the public), and this was known to the
urvants of the Bonrd, and the Board itself either
totx, or was negligeatly ignorant of the fact.

4 ship, in entering the dock, struck against
tie bank of mud and was injured.

Jed (affirming the judgment of the Court of
Exchiequer Chamber), that the Board were liable
tamake good the loss sustained by the owner of
?’t)ship and the owner ol the cargo. 14 W. R,
Y

-

C.P. Waressy v. Gourosroxg, June 9.

Cats—DBalance of claim after set-off — Counly
court—15 § 16 Pict. ¢. 53—19 & 20 Viet. c.
108, 5. 24.

! Toan action in a superior court, brought to
retover more than £30, the defendant pleaded,
sud proved before an arbitrator, & set-off, which
neduced the amount recovered to less than £20.
The set-off was not admitted on the writ nor in
b2 particulars.

I7eld, that the plaintiff was entitled to his costs,.
tsthe set-off was not an admitted set-off within
2e19 & 20 Vict, c. 108, s. 224, ard a plaint could
2t have been entered in tho county court. 14

. R. 899,

Jupe 12
Bicsrorp v. D’ARcy AND Bracner.
Interrogatories—Bona: fides—Tendency to crim-
tnate,

Interrogatories, if put dond jide to make out
the case of the plaintiff, will not necessarily be
disallowed because the answers may tend to
criminate the defendant.

EX.

Baker v. Lane, 13 W. R. 293, explained. 14
W. R. 900.
Q. B. Reg. v. StepuEss. June 14.

Nuisa .ce—Irdictment—Liability of master for un-
authorised act of servant.

Although » proceeding by indictment for a
nuisance is criminal in form, the same evidence
that would support a civil action for an injury
arising from tbe nuisance will support the indict-
ment. 14 W. R. 859.

S. C. U. 8.
In ne FENNERSTEIN'S CRAMPAGNE.
Luidence—Res inter alios acta.

Letters written by third persons in due course
of buriness are admissible to prove facts relating
to that business which the writers might have

proved if summoned as witnesses. 14 W. R.
890; Am. Law Reg.

CHANCERY.
L. J. May 25, 28; June 1, 12.
Rz TEMPEST.

Trustee — Appointmeat — Discretion of Court—
Princirles upon whickh the Court Acis in the
appointment of new trustees.

Although the Court, in appointing new trustees,
exercises its discretion, that is not a mere arbi-
trary discretion, but one in the exercise of which
the Court is guided by general rules and princi-

les.

P The following rules were laid down :—

(1) The Court will regard the wisher of the
author of the trast, if expressed or clearly to be
collected frow the instrument creating the trust.

(2) The Court will not appoint & trustee with
& view to the interests of some of the cesteux que
trustent in opposition to the wishes of the author
of the trust, or to the interests of others of the
cesteux que trustent. 14 W. R. 850.

June 11,
Ex rants Exspx. R Exspy.

Bankruptcy Act 1861, 3. 86—Debtor’s cizn petition

Jor adjudication of dankruptcy—No assets.

The mere fact that a debtor has no assets is,
in the absence of fraud, no reason against his
obtaining au order of discharge upon his own
petition, 14 W. R. 849.

L.J.

V.C. W,  Suer v. Warxusrer. Juae 19.
Practice—Ezamination ex parte previous {0 the
Aearing—Ezaminer's objections to guestions.

Although, by the order of the Court on evi-
dence, dated February 5, 1861, the examination,



