
ENGLISH CASES.

(iutr âlia) the fOllOwing exceptions and conditions: (1) al
accidents, loss and damage whatsoever fromi defeots in hull,
tackle, apparatus, machinery boilers, steam, and steam navIga-
tin or frein any net, neglect or default whatsoever of
the pilot, inasters, officers, engineers, crew, stevedores, servants
or agents of the owners in the management, loading, atowing or
discharging or navigation of the ahip, or . .. otherwise, and

it. 1 owners being in no way liable for any conseqfiences of the
vae meutioned, " " (2) It is agreed that the exercise by the

5IlpoWm 8rs or their agents of reasonable care and diligence in
connection with tho ship, her tackle, marhinery and appurten-
ances, shail be considered a ful6ilrent of every duty, warrai .y
or obligation. and whether before or after the commencement of
the said voyage. " The chief engineer of the defendants wau
etuployed to superintend the fitting of the machinery when the
ship wa8 ln course of conqtruction, and had negleeted te make
h imiscif acquainted 'with the proper adjustinent of a <three way
ecock" flttedl c. the main bilge pipe; and owing te this coek not
having been turned se that it would only be open at one turne in
two directions, an iuflow of sea water took place, and the cargo
was thereby damiaged. Deane, J., held that the defendants were
liable. as their agent had not cxercised "'reasonable care," as re-
quired hy the second elauise in the bill of lading.

RAIr.WAY (e0MPANY-STATUTORY r owyRs-LilIrTiON 0F TIME
FOR EXERCI8E OP P)wER-EXPInA'rI0N OP TIMIC-COXPA&NY IN
POSSESSION 0F' LANt>-C OMMON LAW BIGHT 0 O OM1ÂNY.

Great Weslerii Ry. C7o, v. .lidk-id Ry. Co. (1908) 2 Chy. 644.
TIhis was an appeil from the decision of Warrington, J. (1908) 2
( ' h. 455 (noted antp, vol. 44, p. 689). 'The action was ,?eought
elhning a deelaration that the plaintifsr were entitled te rut-
ning riglita over p>art of the defendants' line of railway. The
defendant coinpany Iiad granteed the plaintiffs' company in 1898
a Iicenw- tý) enter oti and use the line ln question and construet
junetions therewith, but subject te, the provisions of a certain
Act which inter alla provided that thv plaintiffrs :ight construet
the railway, but that "if the railways be net completed within
5years frein the passing of this Aet. then, on the expiration of

that period, the powers granted by titis Act te the 'iompany for
nmaking and comploting the railway or otherwise in relation
thereto, shaîl esse except as te so much thiereof as is then cern-
plted." The construction of the npeessaryv conjunction with


