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rowed £1,000 from C., and coveuanted t0 con-
vey the advowaon t0 him as secnrity, and do-
poslteil with him the titie deeds, but did nof
convey the legal estate. IIdd, thaf tise firsf
mortgage muet bie postponed to tihe second.-
Laye sd v. 3feed, Law flop. 4 Eq. 39,

See MARSsOAILING.

MORTxAIN.
Shas-es lu tiso A. company, the business of

which was purchasing and lmpruving lands,
and aelling or letting thse saine, and in the B.
Society, established for raiaing a fond ouf of
wbich any member sliould receivo tise amounit
of bis ebare " for tise erection or purchase of a
bouse, or other real or leasehold estate,"' are
Dot within tise Statuto of Mortmalu.-,Etwhis-
tGo v. Davis, Law flop. 4 Eq. 272.

NAVîGts.eLs WATcRs.-S8ce PaissrlSITIoN.

NEOs.Iesi-Zcsx
Gooda o'ere abipped under a bill of ladiug

containing an exception fromn liability for
" breakage, leakzage or damage.' Tise goods
were found f0 have been injured by oil. If was
proved tisai they xvere Sound when shipped,
tisai tisere was no cil lu the cargo, but tisat
there were two englues near where tise gonds
were stowed, lu lubricating wiih cil was uised.
There was no evideuce of bow tise injory oc
corred. ILld, that tise ship-owners, notwits
standint% tise exception, N-ere responsibie for
tiseir servants' negligencQ, and that tise above
facts were evidence on whicis a jury were jus-
tifled in finding negligenee.-Ceeh v. Ge"erai
sStcam Navigaion Co., Law flop. 13 C. P. 14.

See MORTGACE, 2; fALaîWAY, 2, 13,

NEw TRIAL.
The court caunot grant a niew trial, ou tise

application of tise prisouer, lu a case of feiony.
-The f)oeeu v. Bertrand, Law flop. 1 P. C. 520.

Norîct.-S,ýe AssboNsaar,T 3; Evîoxsscy, 1.
INuiSAS\CR.

Tise collection of a disorderiy crowd outside
grounds lu which entertaiumenfs witis music
andl fireworks are being given by A. for profit,
ie a nuisance, for which. A. la hiable f0 injonc-
tion at thse suit of the owners of tise nieigihour-
lng premiaes, tisougis A. bas excludod ail lm-
proper characters fromn tise grounds, and tise
ausments within tise grounds have been or-
derly. Semsble, tisat lettiag off rocisets, and
estaisiig a powerful baud of music, whis
plays twice a week for soveral hours continu-
ously within a hundrcd yards of a bouse, -w ili

PArDjON. -$ce Ie A,2

P,&RENýT AND CRILD.-, INDICTMENT; MASTER AND
SERVANT.

PARErIES.-S6e VENOI AND PURCSASEP OF RuAY,

PAssTrNPSIuss.

A. aoid B., partiers, agreoil that if B. w isheil
to retire, ho shoulil give notice, and thsa A.
should have the option to plirchase within six
months after notice; the partnership property,
contracta, dc., to be valued "lu the usual way,"
by t wo valuera, one t0 lio named by A., thse
other by B., or the uimpire of the two valuers.
B., svishing f0 retire, aud A. te, purchase, thse
two valuers xvere appointed, but B. afterwards
refused f0 allow his valuer to proceed. Held,
that there was no contract wlaich. coul be ope-
citlcally enforced. -Vi-Rira v. Vickera, Law
flop. 4 Eq, 5 29.

PATENT.-SC6 COPRsIGHT,.

PUN AL. ACTION.
Au iuformer having recovoreil from the do-

fendant tise penalty of £100 for keeping a
house for dancing witisont the requisite yearly
lieense, lield, that a second action isy another
informer to recover a like penalty w as not
in aintain able.- Garrett v. Messenger, Law Rep.
2 C. P, 583.

PEýATT,-&c LaeAcv, 13.
Puais Ev.

1. Ou the trial of S. for robbery, A., in sup-
port of au oiibi, s'wore (1) that S. was in a cer-
tain house ai the trne of thse robbery; (2) that
S. imil lix ed lu that bouse for the lat two
years; and (83) that S. hiad noever boon absent
froin if more than two or three aighta togethor
during that timo. Iu fact, S. hail beon lu pri-
aon during one of the two years. Ifs id, that
tise second and tbird atatements were material
as tending to malee tise first more credible, and
that A. waa srighitly couvicfed of porjnry as-
signed ou them.-T'se QeeŽ v. Tyaees, Law
flep. i C. C. 10.

2. Tise prisonor was couvlctedl of perjury,
commifted. on the hearing of au. application for
an order of affiliation. Thse information was
proved, and if was asown thaf tise putative
father appeared, and that evidence waa given
on botis sides. To give tise justice jurisdiction,
if xvas neceasary tisat a sueumons should have
been served un tise putative father. MIld, that
the fatiser liaving appeared, and not haviing
raised any objection te the Sommons, no evi-

une, 1868.] LAW JOURNAL. rVOL. IV., N. S-1,5

DIGEST OF ENGListI LAw REPORTS.

f0 fim as aeedrity within six months. A. pur- be restrajurd by injunction.---Walkerv.Bcsszsts.
chased thse advowson, but nover conveyed it Law flop. 13 Eq. 25.
under the covenant. Subsequently, lie bor, 1 S'ee EASE31RNT: PIFADISO. 2.


