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cordingiy bequeathed said sum to the trustees.
BShe died, ieaving both pure and impure per-
sonaity. Held, that thse legacy must abate
in proportion of the impure to the pure per-
sonalty.-Fox v. Lownds, L R. 19 Eq. 453.

NI.GLIGENCE.

1. TIse plaintiffs, colliery owners, owned a
aide track used for waggons carrying coal.
The defendaut raiiway corupany was accus-
tomed to bring émpty return waggons, and
shunt thern on to the sidings without notice
to the plaintifis, and the waggons were left
there under the plaintiffs' coutrol. The de.
fendants brought several empty waggons to-
gether, with a disabled waggon loaded on
another waggon, and marked ."home for
repairs," along their road, aud shunted themn
on to the siding, and left them there. On a
subsequent night, when it wvas very dark, the
defendants brought up other waggons, aud
pushed thema on to thse siding, and then
pushed ail the waggons there onward, until
tIse disabled waggon struck a bridge belonging
to the plaintifls, and which was not; higIs
enough above the track to, avoid the disabied
waggon. Heid (by Blackburn, Mellor, Brett,
and Archibaid, JJ.; Denîn an, J., dissentingi,
that there was evideuce of contrihutory neg-
ligence on thse part of thse plaintiffs to go to
the jury. --Radie y v. London and North-western
Railway Co., L. R. 10 Ex. (Ex. (Ch.) 100.

2. The plaintiff was a passenger on the de-
fendants' raiiway to a smali station calied B.
On arrivai, thse carniage in which was the
plaintiff was driven beyond the platform.
The plain tiff arose and stepped on to the iron
step, aud iooked to ses if there were any
servants ahout, and saw only the station-mas-
ter attending to the luggage. She stood
iooking for some one, until she became afraid
that the train would move away ; and no one
coming, she tricd to aiight by getting on to,
the foothoard, and in s0 doing slipped and
feil, and was injured. She had on hier ieft
armn a sural hag, sud in hier ieft liand a smal
basket, a smail quart case, aud an umbrelia,
but uothing in lier right baud. Held, that
tIsere was evidence of negligeuce ou thre part
of the 'defendanits to go to tIse jury.-Robson
v. North-ea.stern Raiiway Co., L. R. 10 Q. B.
271.

See CARRIER, 1 ; EQuJTY.

NEGOTIABLE PAPER.

l'or a case wbere acrip issued in England,
by an agent of Russa, by wbich the holder
was to bie eutitled, on payment of thse instal-
ments, to bouda of Russia, ou tîreir arrivai in
Englaud, was heid to be negotiabie, and pass
by delivery to a boira fide holder for value,
without titie. -S-e Goodwin v. Boirart3, L.

R.10 Ex. 76.

See BruLs A-ND NOTES ; CHECKC.

NO'rîCE.-ee BÀANeRUPrTCY, 1 ; INStILINCE, 3.

XOTICE TO QUIT.

'reuancy under a written agreement, drrted
Decesuher 20, 1872, but containing no date

for thse commencement of the terni, but it
was expresse4l to be for a Isaîf year certain,
and so on from year to year until a haîf year's
notice to quit shouid ba given by either party.
Held, that a notice tqê quit on June 24 ws
sufficient.-ardill v. Flrasrklin, L R. 10
C. P. 877.

NUISANCE. -See INJUNCTION, 3, 4.

OwNEnS 0F LAND.

1. The owners of certain land dedicated a
portion thereof to thse public as streets, but no
stepa had been takýn to make them repairable
by the parish. Held, that thse owuers were
not owners of tIse laud so dedicated, so as to
bie taxable for a portion of the cost of paving
thse same.-Plumstead Board oj Works v.
Briish Land Co., L. R. 10 Q. B. (Ex. Ch.>
203.

2. By statute, commiasiriners were author-
iaed to seud fire-engines beyond the town
limits, to extinguish fires in the neighhour-
Isood, and tIse owners of thse lands sud build-
ings where such fire occurred were to defray
thse expense. Held, that - owuer"1 inciuded
an occupier who did not own thse iand.-Lewis
v. Arnold, L. R. 10 Q. B. 245.

PARTNRSHIP.

1. Articles of partnership for one year were
entered into by tIse plaintiff sud defendant.
Thse articles containied an arbitration clause.
The partnership coutiued heyond one year.
Held, that the arbitration clause was lu force.
-Ojillet v. T/roreton, L. R. 19 Eq. 599.

2. A., who owired a miii, formed a partner-
ship with B., sud it was agreed that thse busi-
ness sbould be carried ou at thse urili, aud thse
value of tIse miii was eutered on the books as
the capital of A. During the partnership the
nuili waa euiarged sud improved. The miii
was entered on the yearly balance sheets at
its original value, iucresrd hy the sunîs spent
lu repairs aud improvemeuts, but less a certain
suru for depreciation. Some years after thse
formation of thse partziership tIse urili was
soId at a price largely exceediug ils value in
tIse books. Held, tîrat the difference between
tire sellin, and the eatimated vaine must be
divided betveen A. and B.-Bob ison y.
Ashiton, L. R1. 20 Eq. 25.

PART PERFORMANCE.-Sce LEASE, i.
PARTIES.-8CC 1MrOS ; INSURANCE, 1.

PATENT.

i. Ail agreement by the veuidor of a patent
to assigu to thse purehaser ''ail fuiture patent
r rghts, or inr the iiatare ùf pirte' it rigirts,
whircir tire vendor mnay acqunire ilreitfter, with
respect to said iriventiori," la uot contrary to

j pulic pIVqtlitnqardAnerical Reg-
isteig CJo. v. Sampsûn, L. R. 19 Eq. 462.

2. The plaintiff, Whro ub)taiued a patent in
1865, uroved for an interim injunction re-
stISilliflg tire d&fendant, who liad a pa~tent,
dated 18î.,, troi ii rg qelling or usitrg in
article alleged to be an in fringement. Thiere
was no evid eice of actual use of thre plaintiff's
patent, exceit of.recent date. Inijonction ne-
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