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DIGEST 0F TE GLS LAW REPORTrS.

pr ting with said rails without first satisfviug
luslien. Hcld, that the acceptancesw~ere only

payment conditional uipoit their heitg hou-
oured ;sad that, upon their heing dishonoured,
B. 's lien upon the iron reviv-ed, and that
the negotiation of the bis mnade no difference.
Also that the wharfinger's certificates were niot
warrants or documents of titie ; and that tht
fact that money was lent ripou1 tut-jr being*
pledged te, the leunder could flot atfr-ct the yent-
dor's lien.-Guiin v. Bolckow, Vaughan,
Co., L. R. 10 Ch. 491.

LEMITATIONS, STATUTE 0F.

The plaintiff, a snarried womran, advanced
£20 to the- distendant during the liiètiîne of
her busband. lu 1867, after the bnsband's
death, the defeudaut gave the piaiîîtiff an 1.
O. U. for the amount. The 1.0. U. was not
jîaid .and the defendaut, being luîessed by
the plaintiff, wrote in 1871,' "It is totally out
of nay poir to liquidate the wbole, or even
part, of the dlaim. 1 ain in the anticipation
of a better position ; and, should I be success-
fui, the dlaim shail have nsy iirst consider-
ation. Meanwhiie I shaîl be pieased to pay
a reasonable interest on the arnount. The
dlaim bas not been forgotteu by mie, and shall
be liquidated at the earliest opportunity pos-
sible." And again, in 1871, the defeudant
wrote, «'I can assure y'ou, at present it is ut.
teriy ont of my poNver to do anything. 1 ain
wiliing to endeavour to psy it [the debt] off' by
easy instalments ; or 1 arn williug to psy yoit
any reasonahie interest to le-t the inatter re-
main for the present." Tht p)laintf hrotight
an action in 1874 for mont-y lent, with a
counit upon a promise to pay in consideration
ouf the piaintiffls forbearauce to site. Hid,
that said letters constituted a fresh vromise,
for wbich the forbearance to sue until 1874
formned sufficient consideration.- Wilby v.
.Elgec, L. R. 10 C. P. 497.

LosRD's DAY.

1. The defendants. an incorporated coin-
pany, were the owners of a building used als
an aquarium. There was a roomn used as a
museuin, tvht-reini were iliuminatedt micro-
Scop s ; and there was a readiug*rooni sud a
dinig-roons, c-onservatories au d a ca fé The
building n'as ope-n to the public ou payment
of an entrance fte of 6d. On Sunday evengj
aacred. music was played ; sud the fish were1
fed at stated bouis. Catalogues, guide-hooks,
and programmes of the nsuseuim, animais, &c.,1
were sold in tbe building. Food, wine, snd«
spirits uvere sold to the visitors. Hedd, tbat
the aquarium was a " place used f'or public
entertainînent or amusement."- Tcrry v.
Brighton Aqitariium Co., L. R. 10 Q. B. 306.

2. Iu a second action, the facts were tlie
saute as in Tera-y v. Brighton Aquarium Co.,
except thaý,it was stated that the readé ing-
roomt was useci ou wveek days on]y ; and tie
Statensents, as to a baud playing sacred miusiu
on Suuday eveuinga, aud as to newpapers sud
illumînated icroscopies hein, proviled is
the building for the amnusement of visitors,
were oiiiitteýd.-Heidl, that flic aquarium uvas
a "place nsed for public entertainimt-unt or

amuisemenit. "-Wariter v. Brighftmn Aquari-
rnt Co., L. R. lu Ex. 291.

MAI2NTENACE.-See Ti.UsT.

MARP.IED WOMAN.-Sec HUbBAND AND WF
TitUST.

MASTEr ANI) SERX'ANT.-&6e PRINCIPAL AND
AGENT; TREspAss.

MORTGACE.

W., a solicitor, and the acting trustee of a
settlemnimt, lent C., a client of bis. £2.000
taponi a mor-tgsge of a oertaiù estat-, the deeds
of w ivich w-J ti uly deliveretl to W. Subse-
quentl 'y W. franidulently delivered the titie-
deeds tb C., Nvho0 deposited themn witb :bis.
bank as security f'or advanees. The batik in-
formed C. that a solicitor's certiticate of title
was necessary :wbereupon C. referred the>
batik tn W. The bank sent tlîe deeils to W.,
iio certified tlint C. liad a good title, sud re-

ceived a lt-e front the batik. W. beclime
baukrupt, andé the- above facts were discovered.
C, aud afterwards W., died. Tht surviving
trustee snd the beneficiaries brouglit a bill
against the haîk, prýayinig a declaration tbat
the plaintiffs were fit-st miorýgagees, and for de-
livt.ry of flhe title deed. heid, that the banik
bad no constructive notice of the first mort-
gage, sud was a niortgatgee for value without
notice oi tht- firsrntortgag-e.- Waldy v. Gray,
L. R. 20 Eq. 238.

NLOLIGENCE.

1. 'l'ise defeudlaut raiîwvay was obliged by
statute to, carry ail carniages, &c., upon it&
hunes, upoon payaient of certain tolîs ; and, in
fact, received between twenty thousaud sud.
thirty thonsand foreign trucks weekly. One-
G. lsirtd trucks lt-oui a wsggon compauiy,wbicb
was to keeptht trucks in repair. Ont oftbeae,
trucks arriveil et Peterborough ou tht defeud-
ant's Uine, snd was there exaîuined by a per-
sou ini tht defeîîdant's enipioy, aud fournd to,
bave a sprng brokeni, and a part of tht wood-word vracked. Tht m-aggon coiiîpiny put in
a utw spring trithout uniloading the truck,
but did not rt-pair the crack ils tht wood.
Thse truck was thtîs carried fc.ié-ard1 sud broke
down, owinig to an old crack in ftic axie which
hiad flot been di.scovered, and the plaintiff was
iîîjured. Tht jury fonnd that thte defect in
tise axie woîsid have bt-eu dîscoverable upon
fit aud careltîl exaînination ;that it was not
Ille duty of the defendant to examinse the axle
by scaping off tht dirt. sud s0 mitiutely ex-
ausining it tisat tht crack would have been
st-en ; sud that it was the defeîîdant's duty ta,
require front tise waggon company sortie dis-
tiîset assurance that the truck liad been
tlsorou.-hiy examined sud repaired. Verdict
for defemîdant, witls leave to tht plaintiff ta
move for a verdict for the plaintiff for an agreed
SUM.H Id, tat ,the plaintiff vaëienti~tedto

way Co., L. R. 10 C. P. 486.
2. The plaintif., wbo bcd sent a heifer by

the- defrîîdants' railtvay to tie P. stationt
assisted with tt stut of thic station-mt iaster,
in shurnting tht car in whieh was tise beifer,


