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DIGEST 0F ENGLisUi LAw REPORTS.

to the plaintiffs shop, the plaintiff gave infor-
mation, and R. was apprehended the same day;
that, after two or three days, R., being lu cals-
tody, told where soma of the thieves wouid be
fonnd; tlist there they werc apprehended a
week afterwards; that they were subsequcntiy
couvicted of the theft, and that R. w-as con-
victed as receiver. JJeld, that the judge had
properly left the evidence to the jury, pointing
out the remnoteness of theinformation; and that
a verdict for the plaintiff ought flot to be set
aside. - 77urner v. Wcdkcr, (Exch. Ch.) Law
Rep. 2 Q. B3. 301.

RAmiiwaY.
1. The gerieral manager of a railway bas

authority to bind the company to pay for
medical attendanca for a servanst of the coin-

iny injnred by an accident on the railway.-
lVe/,i1es' v. Gr 'ai iVssern Raiaay Co., Law Rep.
2Ex. 228.

2. A raiiway company gave a bond to a
contractor, who transferred it to the plaintiff,
to secure au advance then made teo him by tise
plaintiff. The plaintiff having in tise Dame of
the Obligea bronglit an action. on the bond;» it
*was compromised before judgment, on the
company's transferring to hima ail their rollng
stock as secnrity. The roiling stock was trans
ferred accordingiy, bnt was subsequeutly seized
by the defendant, an execution creditor of the
company. On the trial of an interpicader issue
before the plaintiff aud defendant, held, (1) that
evidence was not admissible to impeacb the
original legality of tbe bond; (2) that the con-
veyance of tihe roliing stock to the plaintif was
valid as against the defendant.-Blckmsore v.
Y'aieR, Law Rep. 2 Ex. 225.

$ce CARRIERl; SrECcFsc Pxaroays.xcra.

PIZEASr.

To an action of debt the defendlant'pleaded
a release of ail "actions, suits, dlaims, and de-
mands," which release had been given since
the commencement of the snit. Helcf, that the
release discharged flot oniy the debt, but also
damages for its detention and costs, and there-
fore was properly pleaded as a defence to the
whole action. - Tetley v. Wiinless, (Exch. Ch.)
Law Rep. 2 Ex. 275.

IRxFEAL 0F STATUTE-Sée BANKEUPTCY, 5.

REvOATION olF XILL.-Se Wsnt, il.

RzwÀAn, ACTION Fro.-SCe PRXsssMATE CAUSE.

SALE.
1. A. contracted to snppiy B. witb goods,

"deiivcring on April 17, complete 8th May."
A. made no delivery on the 17th; and B3., on
the following day, rescinded the contract, and

refused subsequeut tenders of tise gonds. The
plaintiffs having brnught an action for non-
acceptance, hld, <bat if, on the troc construc-
tion of the contract, A. iras bound to commence
delivery on Aprii i7th, the defeîîdants were
en'itled to rescind for falinre te, deliver on
tiîat day; lAIed, furthcr, (by KTLIX, C. B3., and
PIOOTT, B3.), that the coutract did Ifot bind the
seller to commence dnlivery on the 17th, but
oniy to deliver at reasonabie times between
.April l7th sud May 8th; (by MARTIN and
BRAMWELL, 13.1.), that it did bind the seller to
commence delivery on the l7tli.-Codiingeon
v. Paeloyo, Law Rep. 2 Ex. 193.

2. The piaintiff sold the defendants 128 bales
of cotton, marked n. "- nt 25d. per lb., -"expected
to arrive per Cheviot, the cotton guaranteed
equal to sample. Shouid the quLi.,iEy prove in-
ferior ta the guarantee, a fair allowance is to
be made." Tise sample w'ss of " Long-stapie
Salem" cotton. The 128 bales markcd . .wbich

arrived by the Cheviot, contained "'Western
Madras" cotton. Western Madras cotton i3
iriferior aud of less vaine than Lntsg-staple
Salem, and requires différent maeinery for its
manufacture. IIe!d, that the defeýidauts were
not bound to receive the cotton, the ailowance
clause referring to iuferiority of quality oniy,
not to difference of kid-4esnv asella,
Law Rep. 2 C. P. 4.31.

150e FEAOOB, STATUTE OF.

SATSFACTO. -Se WInn, 5-

ScIE FACIAS.

The court caunot refuse to issue a sci. fa. to
obtain exeution, on tise grouind thbat the judg-
ment is erroneons on its face.- IVlliasas v. ,Sid-
mouth 1?eilseey and Hasrb~or C'o., Law hep. 2 Ex.
284.

SENTENCE-See CONVICTION.

SEPARATE ESTÂTE.-5eC IIUSBAND AND WIFE.

Siiur.
1. Goods were shipped under a bill of ladiag,

containing the usuai exceptions of " ail dangers
and accidents of tihe senand navigation of what
kind aud nature soever." The gonds were in-
jured during the voyage by rats, though the
ship-owner had taken ail possible precautions
to prevent it. lid, that the ship-owner was
liabie.-Kay v. U7Àeeler, (Exch. Ch.) Law Rep.
2 C. P. 1102.

2. By a bill of iading, freight smas to be paid,
"one-third in cash on arrivai at B., sud twn-

thirds on rîght delivery of the cargo, by bis
at four months, or cash, dedncting usuai inte-
rest, at the option of the shippers." The vessel
srrived ut B. The one-third freight was paid,


