
184-Vol. V.] L04J4L GOURTS' .4 MUNICIPÀL G.AZTTE. [eebri

bmneflt from the telle, and were therefore ex-
empt frens the operation of 43 Eliz. c. 2, e. 1.

(Bzcb. Ch. ).-The Queen v. HcG'ann, Law Rep.
8 Q. B. 677.

8. At tho election ef town councillore there
ver. four vacancies and five candidates. B.
Sne of the four who had a majority et votes,
was retturning officer, and thoreforo ineligibie.
Beid, that mers knowledge by the electers who
voted for B. that lie was returning offcer, did
tact ameunt te knowiedge that hoe was disqualified
Ili Iaw as a candidate, and that thereforo the
votes were net thrown away, se as to make the
elootion fali on the flt'th candidate.-The Queen
V. Mayor of Tewkesbury, Law Rep. 8 Q. B. 629.

2. A man cannot be convicted et pereenating
&'a ypersen entitied to voe," if the person per-
sonated b. dead at the time.- Whttely, y. Chaep-
pell, Law Rep. 4 Q B. 147.

SIMPLE CONTRACTS & APPAIRS
0F EVERY DAY LIFE.

NOTES 0F NEW DECISIONS AND LEADING
CASES.

LANJDLORD AND TEXANT.-1. A tenant jae s-
topped from denying that bis landiord has a legal
revers-ie , tbough it appear frein the instrument
of demise that the landlord bas only an equity
of redemption.-Morton v. Wood#, Law Rop-
8 Q. B. 658.

S2. The iessee ef an inner close has, by noces-
s1ty, a right ef way over ar. outer close which
b*iongs te bis leesor, but hoe ennot, by user,
mequire an essement te deposit packaiges on a
close which belongs to hie lessor.-Gayford Y.
eô<fat, Law Rep. 4 Ch. 183.

LiitEt.-An accurate report in a newepaper
da, debate in parliament, centaining niatter dis-

pýragi»g an individual, je Dot actionable; the
pahîlcation is priviieged on the ground that the
advaintage of publicity te the community ont-
*eigbs any private injury ; and comments in the
newvepaper on the diebate are se fur priviieged,
that they are net actionabie se long as they are
honest, fair, and justified by the circumstances9
disclosed in the debate.-Wa8on v. Walter, Law
llep, 4 Q. B. 73.

31ASTER AND SERVANT.-Te an action for
breieh of ati in'lenture of apprenticeship, the i
defendaut, the »ipprenticc's father, pleaded that
the u'pq.entice - was aud is prevented by act et
Ced, to wit, thy permanent ilînes, happening.and
aieing nfter the making of the indenture, from
reniainlng with or servrug Aff plaintiff during

ail said ter#"." IJeZd, on demurrer, agood pion
in excuse of performance, vithout any averment
that the plaintiff bad notice ef the iliness beforo
the commencemen t of the action....Boag v. Fin/,,
Law Rep. 4 C P. 1.

RAILWAY.-1. A company vere eznpowered by
a etatute, passed in 1832, te mako and use -a
railway for the passage et waggens, englues, and
ether carrnages. The cempany ran paseac.r
trains drawn by locomotive steam-engines,
baving taken aIl reasonable precautiens te pro-
vent the omission et eparks. The plaintiff's
baystaek baving been fired by sparks frein an
engine, held, that, as. the company had net ex-
press pevers by etatuto te use locomotive steaiu.
engines, they ver. liable at common mvw fer the
damage -Jones v.' Fe.t'tniog Railway Ce., Law
Rep. 3 Q. B. 783.

UNDUE I2NFLUENcE.-A., a widow, agod seventyr
five, within a few days after first seeing B., who
claimed te be a "-spiritual medium," was inducod,
from ber belief that she vas fulfilling the wishoa
of bier deceased husband, cenveyed te ber tbrough
the mediumu et B , to adept hum as ber son, and
transfer £24,000 te hum ; te mako bier ii lu is i
favor; te give hlm a further suni ef £6,OO0;
and aise te settle on hum, subjeot tn bier lit
interest, £80,000. (these giftso being without Coga.
sideration, and vithout power et revocation).
ll,,id, that the relation euistiug between thons
impiied thu Oxercise of dominion and influence
by B. ever A.,s mind; and that as B. bad net
proved that theso gifts were the pure voluntary
acte ef A.'e mind, they must bo set auido.-Zjgon
v. Home, Law Rep. 6 Bq 656.

BEFyORmiNG DHEDi-SPECIFiO PERFORMANCE....
FB.,,UD-COliFaxCTING IEQUITIES....The defenda n4
a man ef veak intellect, vas trauduientiy inducet
te executo a quit-claim deed et certain land t
which hoe vas entitled as heir-at-law, but no cou-
sideration was given for euch deed. The land
vas atterwarde conveyed te the plaintiffà In thoee
suite for val uable coneideration. Atter the lapse
ef more than fifteen yeare the defendaut breught,
ejectmnentagainst the plaintifse, and it vas de-
cided that the legal title had net paeeed by thb-
deed executed by hlm. The plaintiffs thereuponinstituted preceedinge in this Court te retorm
the doed executed by the defendant, or, treitiag,
Lt as a coutract enly, fer a specifle performnance
thereef. lleld, (I et) That though the plaintifý
had equities as purchasers for val ue,, yet t4.
lefendant bal an equity te set aside the deed lie-
wae doceived inte executing; and that bis equlty
)eing the'eIder, and baving the legal title la his


