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InFANT.

A., the motherof a cbild five weeks old, and
B., put the child into a hamper, wrapped P
in a shawl, and packed with shavings and
cotton wool. A then, with the connivance of
B . took the hamper to M., four or five miles
off, and gave it to the clerk of a railway sta-
tion there, told him to be very careful of it
and to send it to C., by the next train, which
would leave in ten minutes, and paid for the
carringe. A. did not tell the clerk the coB-
tents of the hamper, which was addressed t0
C. < with care; to be delivered immediately.”
The train left M. at 7.45 p.M., and the hamper
was delivered to C. at 840 p.M. The child
died three weeks afterwards from other causes.
Held (by a majority of the fifteen judges),
that A. and B. were properly copvicted of
«abandoning and exposing” the child, ¢«where-
by the life of the sail child was endangered,”
under 24 & 26 Vio. ¢. 100, sec. 27.—The Queen
v. Fulkingham, L. R. 1 C. C. 222,

INJUNCTION.

1. Plaintiff had ao established business 18
Pall Mall. under the name of the ** Guined
Coal Company.” In March, 1869, defendant
set up & business under the name of «Pall
Mall Guinea Coal Company,” in the strand,
and in August moved into Pall Mall. Nov. 24,
plaintiff, finding that bis customers Were
misled, filed a bill to restrain defendant from
ueing aoy name which was a colorable imita-
tion of his own. An injunction against the
use of the pame ** Pall Mall Guines Coal Com-
pany,” in Pall Mall, was upheld to prevent &
fraud oa the plaintiff, although there were other
Guinea coal companies. There had been N0
undue delay. Semble, if it had been proved,
as alleged, that plaintiff was wont to sell short
weight or ioferior coal under a good name, the
injunction would have been refused.—Le¢ V-
Haley, L. R. 6 Ch. 155,

2. After a decree for snie in a partition suit,
a defendant who occupied the property Pro-
posed to sell the hay nnd turuips from off the
land. This was contrary to the custom of the
country as between landlord and tenant, but
the defendant was Dot in thut relation. An
injunction was refused.  The proposed act

was no tort.— Builey v. Hobson, 1. R. 5 Ch.

130.
Sce Axcient LignTs; COPYRIGHT; REsTRAINT
OF TRADE.
INsaNI1Y.—S¥% HussaxD aAND Wirg, 2,
INsoLVENCY.—Se¢e WinpiNg UP.
InspECTION OF DOOUMENTS.
L., in & suit against his former partoers,

obtained an order for production of the books,
with leave to inspect. L. became bankrupts
and B., his assignee, revived the suit, and
applied for the beoefit of the order. The
books were very voluminous, and the account?
were kept in Indian currency. Ileld, that B.
might have the benefit of the order. and take
in L. as accountant. Later, it was furthef
held that L., if accompanied by a daly authot™
ised clerk of B ’s solicitors’ firm, was at liberty
tl% inspect.—Lind.my v. Galdstone, L. R. 9 E¢

Sce Costs, 3; PRIVILEGED COMMUNICATION /
VENDOR AND PURCHASER OF REAL ESTATS
INsURANCE.

1. The plaintiff chartered his ship Z., no¥
at A, for a voyage from B. to C ; the ship to
be at B. by a certain date, or the charterer ¢
have the option of declaring the charter void
Afterwards plaintiff effected an insurance upo?
Z., from A. to B, and thence to C., on freight
chartered or otherwise, with liberty to sail 10
&ec., any ports whatsoever, without prejudic®
The ship sailed from A, in ballast, for B., D%
suffered a constiuctive total loss before getti-us
there. Ileld, that the interest in the freight
on the charter from B. to C. had attacbed'
although the plaintiff was not bound to P
sailed direct from A. to B! had he chose’
otherwise.—Barber v. Fleming, L. R. b Q- B
59.

2. A vessel previously chartered for & vof?
age from A. to B. was chartered to proc
on her present voyage to B., and having i
charged her cargo there, to go to C. for rio®
and thence, &c. Ipsurance was obtained “s
and from ”’ B. to rice ports, and thence, &o°
chartered freight. The vessel was lost at }
before the cargo of the voyage thither wa$ ’r
charged. Held, that the assured could reco’
on the policy. (Exch. Ch.)— Foley v. U"“P‘
Fire § Marine Insurance Co., L. R. 6 O
155, .

8. The risk in a policy on a ship v
described in writing to be ‘¢at and from *
C, and for thirty days after arrival,”
then followed the usual printed words «op
the suid ship, &c., until she hath moore" 'y
anchor twenty-four hours in good safe’ '“,
The vessel arrived at C. so damaged 2 ab
require constant pumping to keep her "ﬁ(: of
and with her steering apparatus badiy ov b
gear. The currents, &c , at C. are dﬂﬂgerows
especially to vessels with steering app?” ‘ed
out of order. The vessel was secarely 2% by
Oct. 28. Iler cargo was safely unlo? endgf
Nov. 8, and the water became entirely
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