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Dicesr or Excuisn Reronts.

in the prospectus of the company, and was
expressly provided for by its articles ; but put
the directors on an undertaking not to take
advantage—in proceedings at law, to recover
the amount due 01 A’s, shares—of his resigna-
tion, which he alleged to have been conditional
on his being relieved from all liability on shares,
—Mair v. Himalaya Tea Co., Law Rep. 1 Eq.
411.
See Brris axp Notgs, 1, 2, & ; FrAaups, StATUTE
oF, 4; INsuraxce, B, 6; MasTER AND SER.
VANT, PARTNERSHIP, 1.

Prosate—See ApMiNisTrATION ; EXECUTOR, 2 LE-
GATEE; PropucTION OF DocuMENTS, 1; WILL.
Propucrion oF DocuMEsTs,

1. A testator disposed of his residue, accord-
ing to the trusts of a deed in which he had no
concern or interest. The persons interested in
and having the custody of the deed having
refused to produce it, or allow a copy of any
part to be made, the court directed probate of
the will to issue, without the incorporation of
the deed or any part thereof.—Guods of Sib-
thorp, Law 2ep. 1 P. & D. 106.

2. A cestui que trust of an equity of redemp-
tion, in a suit for redemption of the mortgage
and reconveyance of the property, can demand
production of a conveyance of the equity to o
mortgagee by the trustee, with notice of the
trust.—Smith v. Barnes, Law Rep. 1 Eq. 65,

8. A mortgagee must always produce the,

mortgage deed for inspection by the mortgagor.
~—Patch v. Ward, Law Rep. 1 Eq. 436.

4. In an administration suit, it was ordered,
on the application of the defendant trustees,
that a contract for sale made before the suit
should be carried into effect, the purchaser
consenting to be bound “as if he were a party
to the suit, and the contract was specially the
subject thereof.” The purchaser having applied
for reduction of the purchase-money, on acconnt
of adverse claims, was Aeld entitled to an affi-
davit by the trustees as to documents in their
possession relating to matters in question be-
tween him and them,—Dent v. Dent, Law Ren.
1 Eq. 186.

5. A clerk of persons against whom adjudi-
cation of bankruptey is prayed, who has stated
that he has no possession of their books, is not
bound to produce them on the hearing.—In re
Leighton, Law Rep. 1 Ch. 331.

6. A subpana duces lecum requiring a solici-
tor, not a party, to produce all papers, &c.,
relating to all dealings between his firra and a
party, for thirty-three years, without specifying
particular documents, is too vague ; but, if the
witness admits that he has *the documents

thereby required,” he muSt produnce them, witj
out being first sworn.—lLee v. Adngus, Taw Rey
2 Eq. 59.

7. An application for liberty to sealup doce
ments, by a defendant who has not beea requir
ed to answer as to documents need not be mad.
on the original summons for production; Ly
will be granted on summons by the defenda.,
after his filing an affidavit admitting possessio
of the documents, without his paying the cos:
of his summons.—Zalbot v. Marshficld Law Rep
1 Eq. 6.

Prodyissory Nore—See BiLis axp Norgs.

RarLway,—See Carrier; Coupany, 1, 2; Mastre
AND SERVANT, 1, 2; NEGLIGENCE, 1, 2,38, §:
SpecIFIc PERFORMANCE, 2, 3.

RarE. '

1. On a trial for rape there must be som
evidence that the act was without the woman's
consent, even if she be an idiot; and if ther
are no appearances of force, and the only evi.
dence of the connection is the prisoner’s admis
sion, coupled with the statement that it was
done with her consent, there is no evidence for
the jury. — Th. Queen v. Fletcher, Law Rep.
1 C. C. 39.

9. The offence of attempting to have carnal
knowledge of a girl under ten years of age mar
be committed, though she consent.—The Quee
v. Beale, Law Rep. 1 C. C. 10,

RecEIVER—See ADMINISTRATION, 2; TrRusts, 2.
Recervine SToLEN Goops.

1. A thief stole goods from the custody of a
railway company, and afterwards sent themin
a parce, by the same railway, addressed to the
prisoner. The theft being discovered, a police
man in the comvany’s employ opened the par-
cel on its arrival at the station for delivery;
and then returned it to a porter, to be kept till
further orders. On the next day the policeman
directed the porter to take the parcel to it
address, when the prisoner received it. Zldd
on an indictment laying the property in the
company, thet the prisoner was not guilty o
receiving stolen goods, as the geods had got
back into the possession ¢f the owner.—Tk
Queen v. Schmidt, Law Rep. 1 C. C. /5.

2. The 24 & 25 Vie. c. 96, § 94,—which
enacts, that if one or more persons, of two o
more indicted for jointly receiving property.
are proved to have separately reccived any
part or parts of such property, the jury may
convict such of said persons as have receivel
any part or parts of the property,—includes
cases where the prisoners separately received
the whole of the stolen property.—T%e Queen
v Reardon, Taw Rep. 1 C, C. 31.



