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wus defendant. Replication, that the said words
were spoken falsely and rnaliciously, and without
any reasonable, probable or justifiable cause, and
without any foundation whatever, and not bona
fid in the disebarge of the defendant's duty as
judge, and were whoiiy irrelevant in reference
to the matter before bim. Held, that the action
could flot be maintained.-Scott v. Slcnfed, Law
Rep. 3 Exch. 220.

LMITATIONS, STATUTE OF.-A cheque la not an
advance until it bas been paid, and the Statute of
Limitations only runs from that time.-Carden
v. Bruce, Law Rep. 3 C. P. 300.

The analogy of the Statute of Limitations cannot
be set Up by an executor, in answer to a dlaim
founded on a breacli of trust by bis testator.-
Brilebanc v. Goodwin, Law Rep. 5 Eq. 545.

MASTER AND SICRVANT.-W., the defendants'
servait, was kilied in consequence of the negligent
construction of a piatform by N., aiso la their
employ. N.'s fitness for his piaee was not denied.
The jury were instructed, that, if the platformi
was compieted before W. was engaged, sud if tbe
defeudants bad delegated to N. their wbole power
and duty, without control on their part, W. and N.
were not feilow-workmen, and tbe defendants would
flot be discbarged on that ground. lleld, erroneons.
N.'s duty was a coutinuing one. A master is not
made liable to, a servant for an injury caused by
the negligence of a feiiowservnt, by the simple
fact tbat the latter is of a higher grade, as a
superintendent.- Wilson v. Merry, Law Rep. 1

I.L. Sc. 326.

RAILWA.-A train of the defendauts, whiie
stationary on their raiiway, was rua into by, aud
by the fauit of, another train. Several comapanies
bad running powers over tbat part of tbe defen-
dauts'lhue, and no evidence was given wbether
the moving train belonged to or was under tbe
control of the defendants. Helci, that prima fadie
defeudants were liable.-Ayle8 v. South-Eastern
.Railicay Co., Law Rep. 3 Ex. 146.

A railway carrnage on wbich the plaintiffs
(busband and wife) were passengers to R., on
reachiug R. overshot the platform on account of
tbe Ieugth of tue train. The passengers wert
not warued to keep their seats, nor was any
offer made to back the train to tbe platform, non
was it s0 backed. After sevenal persons had got
out of the carniage the busband did 80, sud the
wife thea took bis bauds and jumped fnom, tbe
step, and la so doing strained lier kniee. Thene
was no request made to tbe company's servants
to back the train, or any communication witb
tbem. Itwas,iaylight. Held (per Martin, Bram-
weii aud Pigott, BB.; Kelly, C. B., dissent6ente),

that thepe was no evidence for the jury of negli-
gence in the defendants.-Foy v. London B. «b
S. C. . Co. (18 C. B. N.s. 225). distinguished.-
Siner v. Gireat Wlestern Railway Co., Law Rep. 3
Exch. 150.

UXDIJE INFLUENCE. -Persuasion is not unlawful;
but pressure, of whatevcr character, if s-o exerted
as to over power the volition, without convincing
the judgment, of a testator, waill constitute undue
influence, tbough no force la either used or
threatened.-Hall v. Hall, Law Rep. 1 P & D 481.

MÂGISTRÂTES, MUNICIPAL,
INSOLVENCY, & SCHOOL LAW.

NOTES 0F NEW DECISIONS AND LEADING
CASES.

DEB3ENTURE.-Debentures isshed by a company,
under a general power of borrowing, in part dis-
charge of exis.ting debts, are vaiid.-ln re mus of
C'ourt Hotdl Co., Law Rep. 6 Eo. 82.

The N. I. Co. gave debentures, in which, after
reciting- a debt due from said company to C., they
covenanted to pay to, -C., or to bis executors,
administrators, or transfr'rees, or to the bolder for
the time being of this debeuture bond," a certain
sum; provided, that paymeat to tbe hoider of the
bond should diacharge the company from' any
dlaim. in respect thereof. YJeld, that hoiders of
these bonds could prove in their own namnes, but
(contrary to the decision of the Master of the
Rolis) subject to ail the equities between the com-
pany and C.-la re N-atal lnvestinent Vomýpan3l
(C'lairn of die Pinand£al Gorporatign), Law Rep.
3 Ch. 355. See .Aberamait Irowork-s v. WIVckens,
Law Rep. 5 Eq. 485, 517.

APPLICATIUN TO QUA5H CON VICTION-'lqTI' LING
RuLUc NiSI-PRACTICE -On application to quash
a conviction, so.soon as the returu to the eertio-
rari bas been Biled the cause is iii this court, and
the motion paper and rule ?IiSi must be entitied
in the canse.

Wbere the mile was flot so eutitiel it was dis-
cbarged, but, being on A* technicai objection,
without costs; and untier the circumstances of
the case an ameudmetit was not ailowed -The
Queen Y. Mortaon, Law Rep. B12

GAMI;G.-Strrounding, the inciosure of the
grand stand for the Doncaster races was a strip
of land, itself inciosed by a paling. Within this
strip were placed temporary ivooden structures
with desks, et wbich were cierks. A man outsidO
conducted the business of betting, and the clerkel
recorded the bets. Held, tbat such a structure
was an "Office" and a "place," within 16 dk
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