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dene of its existence nerd be given on the
triai for perjury.-Tse Queres v. sSnitli, Law
Rep. 1 C. C. 110.

&ee EVsoEN'Ec, i.

PIZRPETRTY.

A testator directed trustees to appiy, se manch
as 'vas nessaary ofl tise income of bis residuary
p'xr-onal estate for tihe maintenance of A., a
lunatic, and te io-sest any surplus, and treat it
as part of the testatorýs personai estate, which
was given over after A.'a death. Ileld, that,
under tise Theiluson Act, tise direction to invest
the surplus was void beynnd the period of
twentyone years, snd that the testator'a next
of kmr were entitird te the accumulations-
Malfeus~' v. Keble, Law Rep. 4 Eq. 467.

PLbS-D1iNG.

1. By the Irish Regiptration Act, cap. 2, a
registered deed is good and effectual according
to tihe tia of registration, and ail prior unre-
gistered derds arr void as againstthe registered
ded. lld, that zinder a plea whicb was in
ferra a bar of the action, and wbicis sileged Élie
time of registration. under a videlicet, pruof of
the registration of a derd wbicb reaiiy defeated
tise action snight bc given, thoughi the deed was
not in faut registered tilt after the commence-
ment of thse action, thougi before pies pleaded.
-CurUle v. 11iseley, Law lIsp. 2 Il. L. 391.

2. A. roînpisined in a mesdames sgaisst the
trustees of a navigation, that there were sbuires
near bis land under the management of thse
trustea; that, owinig to heaTy raina, tise Watr
lied risel; thnt the aluices wrre not raisrd to
suris a heiglît to let off thse s ater, as they ought
to hav e breni, sud, bnt for possible damsge to
svorks of the trustera in another place, would
have been; wlîereby he suffered damage; but
ho did not ailege that the eflect of tise sluires
waa tu raise the ssater bigber than il would
bave risen lîad tbey not existed. The issue on
tlse return sud piradinga a as, wo ther the
dainage wus ocrssioned on acrount of thse navi-
gation. leld, tbat thse alirgations, thongi tbey
might has-e ben insufficieut on demurrer, ivere,
after verdict, suffMrent to, warrant jndgment for
A-Lord 19e1<mere v. Thse Qiten, Law lRep. 2
IL L. 419.

See EQSJITY 1'LEADING AND I'EACTICE.

Psa~a-SeBita nF LADINe; FAsCTRo.

l'owso.-See TnUST, 1.

PRsESCRaIPTION.

A uiaim for ancisorage durs on a navigable

arm of the ara, if il la prssumably capable of a

legsi origin, sud if thse dora hav e bern paid

time ont of mind, w iii bave es-ery intendment

made in its favor. Il cannt be supportrd ins

respect of the sucere o'ssnrrsbip of tise soil; but

suris ownerslsip, together witb tise maintenance

of buoys from time ont of mind, aud tise boee

fit to tise public tberrfrom, are s suffi(rient cou-

sideration to support tise lains. - Wlsitdacble

Iisscr v. Floreinan, Law Rep. 2 C. P. 688.

,See EASESENXT; LIeuT.

PaEassproa.
If a man bas not bren heard of for aree

years, tîsere is no resumoption of bis dratb tili

tise end of that time; sud those alleging bis

deatft witlsiu tisat tise mnust pi'ove il. There-

fore, a lrgacy lrft to a man last brardI of in

18,54, by a testator ivho dird lu 1860, wss lsrLl

not to have lapsrd, but te be payable to bis

reprrsentatives.-s re Bmnkens's Trust, Law

R'ep. 4 Eq. 416. .

,See EAaaMIEeT; INSANIri ; %-VOCAIO i OF o

VILs.

Pssi'ecîr.xs- ANI) AGET-See FACTOR.

PsIoanvY.-Se MORTGAEi, 2.

Pnoinissosev NoTES.-See BILLa AND NoTra.

RÀAIWAx'.

1. A. was travelling wlth otisers in a railway

carniage; on tise tickets bring collectrd, there

wss one ticket short. The coliector cîsarýged A.

witls bring tise defaulter, and, os bMs rcfusing to

psy tise fare or brave tise carniage, rrmoved
him from tise carniage, but witbout any unue-

crssary violence. A. left bebind bim a pair of

opera glasses. It turured osît tisat A. bad s

ticket; sud lhe surd tise conipaiîy"for the as-
suit, lsyiug the loss of tise gisses as specisi

damage. There was abso a count in trover, but

there was no evidence tisat tise glusses bad

corne te tise possession of any of tise cnmpany's

servants. leid, tisat A. could ot recover for
thse ioss of the glasses.-Gloer v. [eondoe and

S. W BRaiwy Co., Law. Rep. 3 Q. B. 25.

2. Tise plaintif' s gonds werr carried by the

dlef'ndants, carriers in India, immoer n contraci,
witb tise Goveroment, b w hicb the isagga2e, of
certain troopa (including tise plaintiff's gonds)
were to remaiu lu charge of a military gusard,

"tse cormpany accepting Po n sponsibility;"

wist being so carrird, tise gonds were des-

trnycd by the defendauta' rgligence. il d,
(1) tisat thse defendants Nvere hiable for a loss

oecurring wbolly from their ows neugligence;

(2) (Kelly, C.B., sud Pigott, B3., doubt ing) that,
though the plaintiff roud net sue the defen-

dants for non-perforusance of their coutract, ho

couid sue for an injury to bis gonds tisrougb

tiseir negligenre witel the gonds o ere imi their

custody.-Afertin v. Great lsedusst Peninm'ar

Raiiscey Co., Law lisp. 3 Ex. 9.


