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Toronto, January, 1877.

IN view of the recent disturbances on
the Grand Trunk TRailway, a decision of
the Suprerne Court of Illinois, reportedl in
the Chicago Legal Neirs, is not devoid of*
interest. RZegarding the respon8ibility
which arose froru delay in transportiilg
freiglit, the Court laid it down that the
company je respoxîsible for the delay re-
sulting, fromn the refusai of the exnployees
of the conipany to do their duty ; but
otherwise when the delay was attributed
to thte lawless violence of men not ini the
eniployxnent of the company. We print
the opinion of the Court (froîn which,
three Judges dissented> ini full in another
place.

Armour v. Usborne referred to. in out.
last has been reheard, but decides noth-
ing except that where a plaintiff serves a
bill endorsed with the epecial endorsment
for foreclosnre, nientioned in Sched. S. of
the Con. Orders, and niakes no mention
therein of his intention to apply for the-
additional relief of a personal order for
paymient, &c., that such additional relief
will flot be granted on a hearing pro con-
.tesso, eveil though expressly prayed for
in the bill. The full Court adopted the,
view of Blake,V.C.,that a special endorse--
mient might have the efleet of misleading
a defendant. What is the proper form
of a decree of foreclosure, where a pet-
sonal order for payment le granted, eeems,

Itherefore to be etili unsettled.

THE Laiv Time8 calls upon the Coumcil
of Law Reporting to call in the Digest
that has just been issued, on the ground
that it is UtterlY usoless, and of a most.
mischeivous tendency. This is certaily,
not "daxnning it with faint prala.» &

J&UuarY, 1877.
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