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by the assignment, and that hoe was liable for
the lent.- White v. Hunt, L. R. 6 Ex. 32.

LpoAss.-See CoNvitAcT, 1, 2; LANDLORD AND

TENANT.
LEQACY.-See ANNUITY; EXECUTou, 2; LIER, 1.
LFx Foni.-Se CONFLICT or LAws, 1.

1. A testator bequeathedl a Iegacy to each
of bis daughters on condition that they should
conviey te his sons certain real eetate; in case

of their not performing the condition the lega-
cios were to f,)rm part of the reaiduary estate,
aIl of whicb, lie bequeathed ta bis sons. The
daugliters couveyed the real estate, but the
legacios were not paid. JIeld, that the legacies
did not constitute a charge on the real ostate
in the nature of a vendor'e lie.-Ba/cer v.
Barker, L. R. 10 Eq. 438.

2. The articles of a compauy providetd that
the company should have a lien on the sharos,
debeutures, and divideuds8 of any meusher
absolutely or contingently indebted ta the com-
pany. H. was a ineuser and a holder of de-
beutures; hoe mortgagod bis debentures, and
certificatos were issued ta the mortgagces cer-
tif ying that thoy had been entered on the
register as the proprietors, but no notice was
givon te thema of the company's lion. Subse-
queutly cails were mnade on thse sharos of Hl.,
which were not paid. Held, tliat thse conspany
had waived tlseir lien hy their own conduct.-
In reNorthern A.ssam Tea Ce,, L.R. 10 Eq.458.

LIRE ESTATE.-Se6 WiLa, 2.
LIMITATIONS, STATrrTE OSP.

The Statute cf Limitations (3 & 4 Wm. 4,
c. 27, sec. 28), provides that a miortgagor shalh
uot bring a suit ta redeous but vithin twenty
years, nuless au acknowledgmont cf his title
shall have boon macde in writing signed by the
inaîtgagee; and wben there shahl be more thon
one mürtgagoo, sncb ackuowledgmeut shahl bo
effectual only ogainst the persans signiug it.
Two joint <nartgagees liod been in possession
for more than twenty yoars, aud oue cf thomx
miade the ocknowlodgmeut. IIeld, that the
acknowledgmeut must bo by bath in order ta
entitie the nsortga.gor te redleem.-Richard8on
v. Younge, L, R. 10 Bq. 275.

MÂINTEstANC%.-See EQUITY, 1.
MALICE.-See SLANDER.
NIAnîCLOUS PREscuTION.-See MASTER ANDl SER-

VANT, 1

MASTPR ANI) SERVANT.
l. Actions for assauît, false imprisoumient,

and malicions prosecution. There was cg'a
soufflo" lu a roilway-stotion yard between A.
and tivo perýon)s; W., the plaintiff, denied that

lie teck part lu it, but after hoe had loft the
station and was walking away ho was delivered
into custody by A. A. was a constable lu the
employ of the defendants, under a rulë by
which hoe migbt Il take inta custody auy oe
wbomn ho may see commit au assauît upon au-
other at auy of thse stations, and for thse pur-
pose cf puttiug an end te any figbt or affiray;
but this power is te ho used with extremo cau-
tion, aud not if the figlit er affray is at an end
before the constable interposes." IIed, that
thse oct cf A. iras beyend the scope cf bis eni-
picyment.

The defendants' attorney appeared te condact
thse prosecution cf W. Tise deposilions of A.
aud other Servants of thse company contalned
evidenCe cf Violent aIssanîts upan theus in the
exorcise of their dnty. Held, that there was
uo evidence cf ratification, it not appeflring
that the original act iras doue on behglf of the
company, uRI that the attorney kueir cf thse
circumstancos cf thse imprisoument; 1beldal-9a,
that tbe onus was on thse plaintiff to show
absence cf probable cause, and there waS no

proof of it.
S. took part ln thse struggle ifisave mentiozied,

and iras wrongfuhly givon into custody by A.
Heid, that tisere ivos evidence that A. iras
acting irithin the scope of bis empoymient-
Welker v. South Estern Railway Coe. ; Smaith

y. Saute defendants, L. R. 5 C. P. 640).

2. The defeudant owned a vessel, and eus-
ployed K., a stevodore, te uulend it. K. eus-
ployod other laborers, and among thissu tise
plaintiff aud D., eue of the defendant's croit,
ahI cf whom. vers paid by K. and store under

bis ceutrol. lIhile at werk the plaintiff ias
injured by D.'s negligence. Held, that D. iras
acting as K.'s servant, and that the defendant
iras net liable-Mssrray v. Corrne, L. R. 6i
C. P. 24.

Sée EQUITx', 1.

MISREPREEwATION.- See VENmoR AND PUE-

CIIASER, 3.

NISTA--p.-See ARBTRaA'rcN ; CARRIER; PRaIX-

CIPAa AND AGENT, 4.

MOIXTUAGE.

A martgogee ia possession soldï, unider a

powter cf sale, part cf the mertgaged estate

for a sumn greatly exceedling the interest and

cests due. Helci, that after paying the interest

and casts due at the time cf the sale, tbe mort-
gagee muet apply the balance iu part dliscisarge
of the principal, or pay it over te the mort-
gagor.--Thompson v. Hudson, L. R. 10 Bq.497.

See EXECUTOR, 1 ; EXTINQUISHMENT ; Limi-
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