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oan accumPiice ini the tlieft. ffeld, that A. Master and Servant.-An inspector of ina-was indictable for larceny in Massachusetts,. chinery employed by a railroad compalYCommonwealth v. Whlite, 123 Mass. 430. flegligently failed to discover and remedy a2. Indictment for ]arceny of ilfive fish,, ulot defect in a brake, 'whereby a brakenian 'w8sshowing that the- fish were reclajmed or 'con- injured. Held, that the inspector was not a%fine, hldbad-Stte . Kide, 7 N.c. 81.fellow.-servant of the brakemnan, aud thereforefind, eld ba.-iat v.Krier 78N. . 41.that the company was liable to the latter forLibel.-.... J. S. was accused of stealing a the negligence of the former.-Long v. Pacifichorse; he sued the accuser, and a verdict was R. R., 65 Mo. 225.found for the defendant." Heldthat the print- Mlorigage.-l.... A., for thé purpose of enablinging and publishing of tllese words was action- B. to riemnyfrhm aeapoisrable.-Jolnson v. St. Louis Dispatch (Co., 65 Mo. ~riemnyfrhm aeapoisr539. otepayable to the order of B., and secured by539. mortgage duly recorded. B. wrongfully pledgedLimitations, Statute of-i. An action was the note, without indorsing it, for his own debtbrought on an officiai bond, in the Damne of the to C., and afterwards assigned the niortgage andState, at the relation of one who was adjudged another note, procured from A. by fraud, to D.to have no interest entitling hira to su*; and for value. Held, that C. was not, in the absencean arnendinent was mnade by filing a new coin- of fraud on the part of D., entitled in equity toplaint, with a different relator; in the mean an assigument of the mortgage.-Blunt v.time, the statute had run froin the commence-. Norris, 123 Mass. 55.ment of the original suit. Held, that the action 2. The hoider of a note payable to his ownwas barred...Hawthorn v. Thle State, 57 Imd. order, and secured by mortgage duly recorded,286. 
indorsed the note to A., and afterwards assigned2. A note was made payable thirty days the mortgage to B., together with a noteafter demand; no demand was made for more similar in terins to that described ln the mort-than six years and a haîf. .Tkld , that an action gage. Both A. and B. were bonafide purchaserson the note was barred by the statutory limita- for value. Rleld, that A. was entitled in equitytion of six years.-.Palme. v. Palmer, 36 Mich. to an assignment of the mortgage from B.-487. 
Morris v. Bacon, 123 Mass. 58.3. An indictment la flot denjurrable on the 3. A. muade a note to B., and assigned to himground that the offence charged appears on the a rnortgage and a note indorsed in blank, pur-face of the indici ment to lie barred by the porting on its face te be secured by it, ilthebtatute of Limitations.- .. Thomp8on v. The State, aebigclaealt"A' 

oe h54 Miss. 740. assignment was duly recorded; B. aiterwards,
Maliciou8 Prosecutaon..One who maîiciously by an assignment in like words duly recorded,

and without probable cause procurcd an in. assigned the mortgage to C. and indorsed A.'squisition of lunacy to he prosecuted against noeto him; and usqetyidrdthanother, who was found by the jury te be of mortgage note te, D., and fraudulentîy assignedsound mind, was held hiable to the alleged the mortgage to him on a separate piece oflunatic for kIl damages suffered by him, in paper. Held, that C. was entitled in equity toexcss f txale ost.-ockvou v Sie8,57an assignment of the mortgage note from D.-excea oft3bl60t.- o k ,, u . Si / s S tiong v. Jackson, 123 M ass. 60.
4. A second mortgagee, whose mortgage isMandamus...Provision is muade by statute te, duly rccorded, may maintain an action againstenable a party tendering a bill of exceptions, one who impairs his security by removingwhich the judge refuses to allow, to prove the fixtures, claiming thier under a tbubsequenttruth of bis exceptions. A judge having re- dhattel mortgage made by the mortgagor; andlused to allow a bill of exceptions, /celd that lie insuch action the plaintiff need flot prove thatwais not compellable by mandamus to do so, the the defendant had actual notice of his mortgage,party grieved having another specific remedy or intended te injure hini, nor that the mort-under the statute.-.Siate v. JV:ckham, 65 Mo. gagor is insolvent...Jackson v. Turrell, 10est. 
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