
DIGEST 0F Eteoaîsa LAW REPORTS.

implication or otherwîse.-Tke Quecsa v. Har-
raid, L. R. 7 Q. B. 861

MUTUAL COM'PAN.-SO6 INSURANCE.

NEoEsSAssîsiS.-Sec SoracîToR, 4.
NEtn.arsEiqi.-Scc COLLISION; PARTNERSniLI, 2;

PROXIMATE AND REMOTE CAUSE,
NEXT FRIEstD.-See SOLIcITeRSs.

NEXa' OP Knc. -Sec ADMINISTRtATION, 1 ; CON-

STRUCTION, 3.
NoN-JOINmast-Se PLEADINO, 2.
NOTICE.-Ses CONDITION PRECEDENT ; LAND-

LORD AND TENANT, 2; VENDOR AND PURe-
CHASF.5I, 2.

NOTICE TO TRErAT.-565 RAILWAY, 2.
'OBSCENE PUBLICATION.

One George Mackay was tried for salling

under the direction of a religions society a

buuk calîrd "lTe Cueefessiunai Uîneiasiod,"
cousisîing of extrades front Roman Calholic
theologians and divines. The book was con-
demnefi as immoral andi obscene. The society
then pnblishad a "Trial of George Macl,-ay,"
lu which said book somnewhat expurgated, but
stili offensive. was st forth as part of the pro-
ceadings. Reld, that the publication was not
privileged front beiisg part of a judicial trial,
and that the new issue should be bupprassad.
Steel v. Bronnano, L. R. 7 C. P. 261.

ýONSs PtsaaAaNî. Sec PRACTICE, 6.
ORnER OF 1lN5PECTIN.-See PRACTIOE, 3.

PATERS IN SUIT-Ses SOLICITOR, 1.
PARENT AND CfIlîa.-Ses BRODE INFLUENCE.

PARoL EVIDENCE.-Sec CONTRACT, 2.
PARTIEs.-Ses PLEADING, 2).
PAseTNEs.-Ssc PÂRrzcER.sîîs', 1.
PARTNERSUIP.

1. A., B. and C. w-cie partners under articles

which providod tlïtt, ispon the death of une
partner, the others should continue lte busi-

ness, and pay a portion of tie profits bo the re-
presentativos of tihe deceased. There îvas no
capital in the firm, except about £100 wortls of
office furniture. After the death of A. bis cee-
cutors coutinued tu receive a share of the pro-

fits, and tu demand account of the business.
IJeld, ihat they were not hiable as parîners.-

Rlome~ v. Hernntand et al., L. R. 7 Ex. 218,
2. A manager of a partnership business

agreed tu act ln the discharga of bis functions
"lwibhont infringing tise cupartnery rights of"
a certain partner. Trnstees represeitting three-
fuurths of tha property authorized the manager
tu sign the partnership name. Hel, lisat ha
must have the consent uf the reînaiuing part-
cars whose righbs ha had agreed nul lu infringe.
Il is acting lu excasa of a generali mansgar's lagi-
limate powarstluincreasa the wages 0ff empoy_

or to substitube new andi expansive ta.chiuery,
andi neglîgence in hlmn to deposit large sums of
cash lu bankls, or to sign blank checks for
cierks to fill up.-Beverdge v. Beveridge, L. R.,
2 H1. I. (Se.) 188.

Sec PLEADINO, 1.
PARZTEsHiF BouteS.

A dafendant lu a personal suit cannot be re-

qnired to produce the books of a firnt to wbich
ha beiougs without bhe consent of bis partners.
-Hdley v. .Mè-Dcecgel, L. R. 7 Ch. 812.

PATENT-Sec LaTTERaS-PATE@NT, 1, 2; PRACTICE, 2.
PAYENT INTO CoURT.-Scs JrRîSnîcTOta.

PERIoDICAL PAYENT. -Sec CONSTRUrCTIîON 0F

STATUITE, 2.
PERFORMANE.-Sec CONTNACT, 3.

PERPETUITIES, STATIJTE or.-Se STATUTE OP

PPPEEUITIES.

PaERSOîAI, ESTATE.-Scc LEOACTY, 3 ; Wîaa, 1, 9.

PLEA TO JURISD5CTIoN.-SeC -PRACTiCEr, 4.
PLEADING.

1. A bill tu dissolve parbnarship, and for
accounts, set forth a deefi vhicit ahowed that a
certain sont had humn put in iey dafendant.
The bill said tisa sont named lu the deed waa
incorract,bnl did not pray Ihat the accounts con-
cerning ttmightba opeued. Defendant saidilu is
answar, that tha accounts were luoked upon as
aatled at the tinte of the dead, on the basis
there set furth, and rafnsed te give tihe items
lu reply to inlorrogatories. IJeld, thal dafen-
dant ueed not damur under the circnmstancas,
but miglst in cînda ail bis dafence lu the answcr.
-Wer v. Teecier, t. R. 14 Eq. 25.

2., Bill fiiefi by plaintif% on behaif of thant.
Salves and ail other owners and occupiars of
land, other than wvasle iaud -within the forest
of E., except sncb owners and ocdupiars as

wcre mtade defendants, the lords of manors
wilii the furcet, persons ciaimiug waste lands
which bhey had enciosed, bbe attorney-genarai,
and ail others inlerestad, Piaintlffs set forth

that bhay wara owners and uccupiars within

tbe limita of the foreat, that tha crown had re-
sarvad righls tharalu, tb which the rights of
tbe manora werc aubject, that the forest courts
bad had jurisdiclion imcmoriaiiy, and that by
the forest laws owners and occupiers had en-
joyed commun uf pasture, appendant and ap-
purtenant, lu said waste landa front tinta int-
mensorial. An injonction lu reabrain defen-

dants fron inclosing said waste landa was

prayed, togaîhar wibh a ganaral daclaration of
righta. Held, un demurrer, that Ibera was

equity lu the bill, as bcbng a dlaim for a gens-

rai righl against saveral paUsons ciaiming par-
ticular righls, that thare was no misjuindar of
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