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13YLES &'LMELLOR, JJ., dissen tien fibus), that there
was evidence to go to the jury of publication of
the libel in the newspapers by E. and P. -Park's
,Y. Pre-ýcott, L. R. 4 Exch. 169.

2. The defendant, in a privileged comumunica-
tion, described the plaintiff's conduet as Ilmost
disgraceful and dishotnest." The conduot so de-
scribed was equivocal, and mig;ht honestly bave
been supposed hy the defetndant to be as he
described it. Ileld, thatt the above words were
flot of themscives evidence of a-tuai malice.
(Excb. Cil.)-S'pill v. illule, L. R. 4 Excb. 232.

NUIsANCE-A tenant front year ta year ob-
tainel ain injunction from MALINS, V.C., against
thae erection of a cirons, which was to last only a
short time, orn the ground that it would draw
together a crowd of d1ýsorderly persons. Defen-
datit appeaied, the land having meanwhile been
covercd 'with. permanent buildings. IIeld, that
there was not sufficient; ground for an injunction,
and this having been granted, the appeal was flot
only for costs.

But an injunction against a circus, the noise of
'which was s0 loud as ta be distinctly beard ln
the plaintiff's bouse wben the windows and shut-
ters were closed, was upbeld, without a trial by
jury. Since Sir John Jolt' Act, 25 & 26 Vic.
c. 42, this l8 not necessary if the evidence satis-
fies the court.-Inchbaid v. Robinson. Inchbaid
v. Bar ringt on, L. R. 4 Ch 888.

PROXIMATE CA&usE.-By an act of Parliament,
a cut was ta be built, and also a culvert under it,
which was always ta be kept open. In conse-
quence of the negligent construction of the eut
by the defendants, the waters of a neigbboring
river flowed iuta it, burst the western bank, and
:flooded the adjoining land. The plaintiff, awning
land east of the eut, closed the culvert ta pre-
'vent bis land being flooded ; but tbe owners on
the west, believing tbat tbis would be inijurious
ta their lands, reopened it, and the plaintitflas
land was flooded in consequence. Ileld, tbat
defendants were liable for the entire damage sa
caused ta plalntiff's land, whether the reopening
of the culvert was right or wron.-Cailins v.
Miliddle Level Conimissioners, L. R. 4 C. P. 279.

WILL.-On the back of a will was founda
memoraindum in the testator's bandwriting,
signed by him. and, witnessed. The witnesses
coulul not remember wbetber the paper was
sigu cd avhen they attested it, and the testator
did not saiy what tbe paper was. Probate of the
paper as a codicil, on motion, was refused....
Goods of Sirin 'fard. L. R. 1 P. & D. 630.

2. A testator made a will lu favor Of bis sister
only, givit g ber ",aIl any boube and land and

book debts,"1 &c., Ilevery thtingr on the said pre-
lulises," -andc aIl other cbattels.*' Ii/,that

the last words carried the general res;iduc.-
Coq,18 of Slaorinan, L. R. 1 P. & D. 661.

IVAttEiiusE REcRIPTS-CO-X. STAT. C. ceu. 51
-The plalintiffs on the 2Otb Septeauber received
a note for $ 800, payable ta, and endorsed by L.,
with L.'s warebouse receipt for waol attaclied,
whicb they discounted on tbe 4tb October, 1867.
On the 2 lst Octaber, $1179 anly remaining dlue,
tbey took a note for this sum, from NI., the maker
of the previaus note, witb bis receipt for some
wool, lu addition ta a receipt from L. for whàt
remained of"the woal covered by LU s previous
receipt. It was not discounted however on that
day, because NI. did not pay the discount, and
on1 tIe 5tb December M. made another note for
the Sauie sum, at ten days, in place of it, which
Was discounted with the same two warehlouse re-
CciPts attacbed. It was renewei on the 21îb,
witb the same receipts, and flot; being pail the
plaintiffs in April sold the wool, tbroughi a broker
wbo( was unable ta get it; and they thereupon,
replevjed on the 9ti 2NMsy.

léeld, following Bankc of Britishc No rt/c America
v. Clarkson, 19 C. P. 182, that the warebouse
receipts being taken directly ta the Banik, and
nat by endorsement, were not within the statute,
Caunsal. Statt. ch. 54, sec. 8, and that tbe plain-
tiffs therefore could nat recover.

Richarde, C. J., and Ad/ana Wilson, J., however,
dissentea from that decision, though following- it
ln accord15 nce with the established practice.

IJeld, aIea, thait the transaction of tlac 5th
Decemiier migrht be considered as a new a-n-j, aud
that the plaintiffs therefore had nat held the wool
more [ban six montbs, sa as ta defeat their titie,
under soc. 9.

If they bad, defendante mnlgbt shew that fact
under a plea of not possessed.-Tce Royul Ciana-
dian Bankc y. Miller et al., 28 U. C. Q B., 59,3.

LEASE RENT PAYABLE IN CaOr's- WHEr
DUE-Defendant le;xsed a farm ta the plaintiff
for five years fraont the 3lst Mtrrch, 18t)6. Ife
was ta find the team aud seed for the first y0ear,

-ta receive as rent for the first yoir two-thirIs
of alI the grain wlien cleanedl, thresael, aud
ready for market, also ane-third of the straw,
turnips and root crops, and hlf of the hay; for
the remaiuder of the terni ta receive one.third of
alI the crops, witb the exception of the hsy, of
wbich one-haîf." Defendant havingr distraincd
on the 1Gîb Decomber, 1867, for 'the second
yüar'5 reut.

1h11d, that the words Il when cleaned," &c.,
appiied only ot the fird year, and that the
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