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Oither the personal or ireal estate of the insolvent
for the amount of any judgment debt by the
issue or delivery te the sheriff of the executien,
Or by levying upon or seizing under sncb writ
thie effects or estate of the insolvent, if before
the payaient over te the plaintif of the. moneys
kctually levied under sncb writ tbe estate of the
debtor shalt bave been assigned, &.]-Sinclair
et al. v. MéDougall, 33 U. C. Q. B. 388.

ScnROOa TRUSTEES - MAND)AXUS TO CORPORA-
TION TO PROVIDE ÏONIET - INfSUNYrICNCY Or

PEsTIMÀTE AND DIXAND.-Ofl application for a
raandamus te compel a munlcipaa corporation to

Proide $3,500 for a board of achool trustees, it
bPpeared that on the I6tb March, the trustees
wrote te the. corporation, informing thein that
they had passed a resolution on tbe 12tb inst.,
directing their cbairmnn and secretary " te wait
On the council at its next meeting, and submit
au estimate for $3,500, for the purpose et build-
inIg a brick scbool bouse, the saine te hé procured
by the lOth April," and requesting the council
to provide said amount in accordance with the
%stixnate. On the marne day, after receiving tbe
latter, the corporation notifisd the. trustees that
the7 were unable to oomply with the. demand;
Rnd on the 1Stb April, an order upon the trea-
Surer ef the. council by the. chairnian cf the board
Of school trustees for the $3,500 vas presented,
kni payment refused.

Zlfd, that the. statute, vbicii requires the
trustees te prepare and lay betore tbe counicil an
estiniate, had not been complied witb; and that
the demand for payaient vithin three veeks,
'Without sheving that the corporation had fands
lu hand available for the purpose, vas noS cea-
SOnable. The mandamus therefbre vas refused.
'la the maiter of te School Ti-usteca of Mount

POetand the. Corporctirn cf Nouai Forai, 88
~ .QB. 422.

BANsCaupTOT.-The English Bankruptcy Act
0f 1861 is made applicable to " ail debtors,
*hether traders or net." A person having privi-
loge Of parliament, and net a trader, wau held
tlOt exempt frein their operation.-Rzparte Mer-

i. n re Du/ca of Newcastle, L. R. 5 Ch. 172.

I1<DICTMENT -An indictinent ciiarged A. vitb
laving made a faIse declaration before a justice

tbt ho had lost a pavnbroker's ticket, vhereas

b. had net lest the. said ticket, but "1had sold,
10!It or deposited it" vlth one 0., as A. vol1

ý4-Held, that the indictmsnt vas net bad
for' uncertainty, as the. vords quoted vers sur-
ellasage......yQueen Y. Parcar, L. R. 1 0. C. 226.

SIMPLE CONTRÂCTS & AFTAIRS
0P EVERX DAY LIFE.

NOTES 0F NEW DECISIONS AND LEADING
CASES.

STÂfrUTU or LIMITATIO2's-JOIYT CONTRACTORS
-PAIMENT....Action on a note made by defen-
dant and L., payable te C., and by hlm endorsed
to plaintif, due in July, 1859. Plea, Statute of
Limitations. To take the case out of the statute,
Plaintif proved that one T. C. owing defendant
$30, got an ordor, witb defendant's assent, fromn

C., who thon held tbe note, on L., requesting L.
te pay dofendant $30, which ho, C., would credit
on the note; and this sum was accordingly se
paid, and credited.

Held, clearly a payment by L. on bis owu
accOunt, and net by or for defendant, so as to
take the case out et the Statuts as against defen-
dant -Cowtngvy. Vincent, 33 U. C. Q. B. 427.

R. W. CO-BRIDGS ov19R SÂILWAT-OBLIG.q,
TION TO RSpÂI.-Where a Railvay Compainy
csrried the highway &cross and ever their rond
bY a, bridge: Held, under Consol. Stat. C. ch.
66, sec. 9, sub-sec. 5, sec. 12, sub-seo. 4, titat
the Comnpany were bound to keep in repair suelh
bridge andt the fence on each aide of it.- Van-
A~llen y- T'he Grand 7'runk Raiiway Company of
Caonada, 33 U. C. Q. B. 436.

COPTRIQ[T.-l. Tihe proprietor of& newapstper
bas, Without registration under the. Copyright
Aot, snLcb a property in its contents as wiii enti-
tls bita te sue in respect of a piracy. But the
pirsCY cf " a list of bounds " is not a case for
sa interlocutory injunction, as a correct liat ig
esoily got, and it isa hable to frequont changes.-

Coz Y. Land and Watcr Journal Co., L. RL. 9 Eq.
824.

2. Plaintiff wrote an essay for the -"Welsb
Bisteddfod," to pro,. that the Enghish are the
descendants cf the ancient Britons, which be
pubhished. Defendant afterwards did the like.
gis book vas like plaintiff' lui tbeory, arrange-
ment, and, to a great degre., In the. citation Of
autherities. The. latter tacto vers explained by
betb Parties having taken their retèences froin
pritchard, and the theory by the occasion Ot
writiflg. Twro antiiorities vere seominglY taken
frein the plaintif, and certain regulti vers bassd
upen bistables. The vriting vas the defendaflt'5.'
R51d (reversing the decision cf James, V. C- O
tbe tacts), tbe plaintiff vas Bot entitlsd te SU
injunction.

Dofendant bad a rigbt te take authoritis even

tbongh sent there by plainfiff's book, vbich. took
tbs saine.
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