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ENGLISI-1 CASES.

EDITORI4L RE VIE W 0F CURREN T ENGLISH
DIECISIONS.

(Registered ln accordance with the Copyright AcOt

RAI LW&Y-NrRiiRcINcÉt WV1TE ROAD-PS<ALTY FOR NOT STJnSTtTUTING SUJFFI-
CIENT RCAb-RAILwAY ACTr, 1845 (8 & 9 Vict-, C- 20)i ss. 53, 54-(RAILWAY ACr,

51 VICr., C. 29, S- 183 (D.>

In L/ewe/lyn v. Va/c oy G/ainorgan Ry. Co. (1898) 1 Q.B.
473, an appeal was had fror-, a decision of Wright, J

V (1897) 2 Q.B. 239. The action was brought to recover a
h penalty from a railway company for flot providing a sufficient

road in place of a private road at a place where the same wvas
interfered with by their railway. The English Railway Act
imposes a penalty of £20 a day, payable " to the owner " iii
case of a private road, for every day during which the substi.
tuted road shall fot be made. The plaintiff was only a part

;È owner of the road interfered with, and the dcefendants con-
tended that ail other co-owners were necessary parties. The
Court of Appeal (Smith, Chitty and Collins, L.JJ.) overruled
this objection, and held that any owner of any part of the
road interfered with might recover the penalty for hîs own

1ý0 c use, and that only one penalty was recoverable. The Domin-
ion Railway Act (5 1 Vict., C. 29), S. 183, only applies to high-
ways, but the penalty thereby imposed would appear also to
be single.

EL.ETIO-RtcouNT OF VOTES.

* M~ok-il v. Thopnpson (1898) 1 Q. B. 479, was a case stated
under the Municipal Corporations Act. The point presented

Aîi for ttie decision of the Court was a very simple one. There
were eight candidates for a school board election. The first
five were declared elected. A petition wvas presented against
the return of the candidate who stooci fifth on the list, on the
ground that the candidate who stood sixth on the list had
really the larger number of votes, and a recount was ordered
of the votes cast for these two candidates, when it appeared
that the 6th candidate had really the larger number of votes,


