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DIGEST OF Tit Es

Was in the contracjt provision for a penalty of£100) a week in caue the works wr ltcm
"'et""j On or bafore on or or befo0re. AÀugq. 31,-1873, The workS wera flot coînpleted onl that
date, anit, Jan. 22, 18'4, the defendants
gave notice to the plaintiff to terminate tbe
COnt'ract; andt tbay at the saine tirne seizat thathle mater 'als and iniplenients of tbe piaintifi;
"'iter the iOlIoWiog clause in the. contract:
"Shotîli the contractor fail to proaeain the

cution of the works in tbe inanner atit ate Orprogress requireit by the angineer,oto inaintain the said works to tha satisfac-
tOn of the engineer, bis contract saal, Rt tba

option of the compiany, be considereit void,
'far ~5relates to tbe workis remaioing

ta ha oon soi aial snnis of molle> due

ail'] ur naedas pen alties for non-fui.
't Of the contract, sball ba forfeited to the

COinPaIny, soit the amnount shahl be considaered
88 aletie dainsgas for breach of contract. "
There was a clause PridVitlig that if theWorks Were flot copeti whnteprlt
liunited for htI ltdI ihnhepio
for the cbtpurp)ose,' it sboulit be lawfîîl

f ompRny ta assume control of anit11nih thein, in 'which casa the cootractor
Shoult ha paît only for the work he had tone.
1rld, that the forfeitura of the suras of mole>',
1lerialqe andt itoplemants, as set forth in tbe

Abxpf cluse couhit only be eoforceit beforetheOfration of the lime linilteit for the
ctflttnof the contract.- Walker v. T'he

£D' à18 NortA.îoesten Railway Co., 1 C. P.

8"c PRINCIPAL AND AGENT, 1.

COEN~TRATO SEL.-Soo VEnDOR's LIEN.

0ONTRIeTOP, NEGLIcIENCE. -Sc COLLISION, 1
ûOvcN

Coveunt by a hessee ta keep ooly snch a
!i'l'ber 0f hares ant rabbits as sbould, uxot in-
JUIe th crPSI c_; and in casa ha kept a

. er al umber, ha ahoulîl pay a fair compan-
atIOn for the damaga, to ha fixed, in case of

oiareet, by two arbitratom,. ' I o ac s-tion, fur breach 0f the covenanit ta kaep 001>'
ichel a numbe, keld that the ap.tion coulit haIn.aintaio.it before an arbitration, the clause's arbtrat,> beiog a distinct and colla-

teral~ O coein-oDw et al. v. Lord Fift.gerald, 1 Ex. D. 257.
CUITOR WVITH NOTICE.-Seo JOINT DEBTOI.
DÂAQGe TI CAkRGO.-5e BILL OF LADIKO.

IA QEMEASuREt Or.-Soe MEASUZE 0F,
DAMAOES.

DZPMUTE.

LAý deif mute wae fout guilty of felooy,
"uot the ur aiso fount that the prisoner wasCapable of uoderstanding, aod dit nottLdestaud, the prcetsazainst hlm.
and tbatt Prisoner couit not b. convicted;

'ru i as Ordered that ha ba detailuet as of1iane tnind turing the Queenua pl.sure,-
Berr, 1 -B

0W Boj»L -Seii INFPANT.

NOLiaH Làw REPORTS.

DELIVEET 0F CÀARo.-Se6 BILL 0F LADINO.

DiscoVERY.-See PRODUCTION or' DOCUMENfTa,

DISTRIBUTION. -Seo TRUST TO SELL.

DOCUMENTs, INSPECTION OF.-SM INSPECTION-

0F DOCUMENTS.

ESTOPPEL.

A compaov, formeit to but a railway, im.
properiy ivent on when only one-fifth of the
capital stock was taken. In a bill fileit by a
shareholder to avoid hie cootract to take
shares, it appeared that, for a long time itfter
the company was to bis knowledge proceeding
illegally, he contined to act with the other-
inembers of it, and dit not protest against
the improper and illegal acte. Hoid, that,
though lie migbt hale originally had a grounit
of relief, he hait lost it by acquiescence.-
Sharpley v. Lozdh & Eayl Uoast Railway' Co.,
2 Ch. D. 663.

See BILLS AND NOTES, 2 ; VECND)oR' LIEN.
EQUITABLE OWNE.-See IN5URANCE.t

EviDEgNcE.-See BILLS AND NOTES, 2.
FORCIBLE ENTRT.

L. was rnartgagee in fée of premises, but
did flot take actual possession. T. and W-
occupied the premises imiter the mortgagor
who hait neyer been dispossessed. L One-
day bad a carpenter take off the lock of one
of the doora, and ha eotered loto possession.
T. andt W. entered by a window eut expelledý
L. L. hait tbem indicted for forcible entry.
They were acquittait, and sued L. for mali-
cmous prosecution witbout reasonabla andt
probable cause . Held, that the action coulit
flot be maintainet. If L. got the legai pos-
session for civil purposes, that was ground
enough for an indictîrjent sgainst T. and W.
for forcible antry. -Lows v. Telford et ai., 1
App. Cas. 414.

FOREIGN JUDUMENT. -,Seo MARINE [NSUE-
ANCE, 2.

FORFITRuE.-See CONTRACT, 2.
FORORD INDORSEMENT.- Seo BILLS AND NOTÈS

2,8. W
FRAUYDS,STATLJTE OF. -Seo STATUTE OF FtAUj>S.
FRE!GRiT.

Charterparty by thxe itefendants ta convey
a cargo of railway iron from Englaod ta Tag-
anrog, Sea, of Azof, Ilor so near thereto as
tbe slîip coulit safély get," cousignet ta à
Russian railway compsny. The ship arrived
Dec. 17, at Kertch, a port thirty mites from
Tsganrog, whsre the captain, the plaintif,.
founit the sea, no blockeit up with ice, u
unnavigable tili April. Against the orders of
the charterers, who notifleit hlm tbat they
would boit him responsible, he proceedat ta
unlosit the cargo ; andt thera beingr nobody ta
raceive it, he piut it in charge of tbe custom-
bouse authorities tbere. Tbe consignes&
claîmeit it ; and, on their producing the billa
of lading and charterparty, it was dehivered
ta them against the captain's elaim that it
shoulit be retained for freight. A receipt was
glven ta the effect that the cargo wss receîved
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