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One Tubbs quarrelledl with one Dulgar, and
i bey sgreed to settle the inatter with their
flsts : ad each put up £1 to bind each otber
tu fight, and handed the money over to the
prisonet. Thse figbt took place in the absence
ut~ the prisoner, and Tubbs won, sud Dulgar
died iu consequence. Thse prisoner, witbout
knowledge of Dulgar's deatis, paid tbe money
tu Tubbs. Hold, that the prisoner wa8 flot
sccessory before thse fact to thse manslaugbter.
-Qu-ce v. Taylor, L. R. 2 C. C. 147.

AcTION-Sec REs ADJUDICATA.

AI)EMPTION.-&e REsULTING TRUS3T.
ADVERsE PossEsîoN.-See DEDICÂTION.

.AG&Ncy.-See FRAtDs, STATUTE 0F; PRINCI-

PAL AND AGENT.
AGitEEmENT.-See CONTRACT; LEAsE, 2.
AMBIGUITY.-See Wili, 2.

A NOIENT LIGIIT.

Bill to restran building on a vacant lot of
land, sud tbereby obstructing the plaintiff's
land. It appsared that as far back as living
mernory wci the isindows badl existed, but
that two of thern badl hîss enlsrgedl withiu a
recent period. For twenty-five years, sud
neariy until thse beginning of tisis suit, there
bail been unity of possession of tbe vacant lut
snd the building, but not unity of titis. The
defendant was restraiued froin iuiterfering witls
the windows as tiîey origixîally existed ; sud
thse Court refused tu imipose as a condition
that the plaintiff sleoud reduce the ssindows
to tiseir original size.--A4ynsley v. Glover, L
R. 10 Ch. 283.

APPOPTIONME'4NT.-See VENDOR AND PURCUIA-
sELS, 3.

APPRFNT1ICE. -Se CONTRAC r, 5.
ARBITIIATIOýN.-See PArPNERS1IIP, 1 SstECIFIC

PERFOPMANCtZ.
ASSîoreseuTv.-Sed INSUIIANCE, 3, 6 Tnsr.
A'rrORNEY's FEEs.-,Sec FEES.

.AVERAGE. SC INsuRANCE, 4.

BAN K R5J5TCY.

1. A creditor renovered judguîent agairîst
bis debtor, obtaiuied judlguîeuit, aiîd satislied
bis debt. Aftr the sale oit execuitioxi, dis
creditor obtîiuieî a second execution agaiîîst
the debtor snd the proceeds of the sale paid
over to the cesîitor lîy tue sherjîf, wlîo had nio
notice or' any bankruiptcy petitiou againut the
debtor. Afterwards the detor wii5 adjudi-
cated a bankrupt uponi the set of bîîîikrulîtcy
comimitted I)y sizurs sud sale under the flrst
execution. Èeld, that thougi it did not ap-

pear that the creditor bad any knowledge of
the sale under the first execuition when the
second sale took place, he must be ileemed. to
bave had constructive notice, and must refund
the nxoney obtained under the second execu-
tion. Ex parte Dawu'a. Ine rd Huband, L
B. 19 Eq. 438.

2. A bank which. held acceptances against
advances to J. S., took from G. S. a guaranteo
that it shonld not lose anything beyond
£2000. The, guarantee was given after pro-
ceedings in bankruptcy against J. S. were be.
gun, and after the bank's representative had
attended a meeting of creditors , and in con-
sequence the bank forbore to taire proceedînga
againstJ. S., or to prove sgainst bis estate,
and did not attend subsequent meetings.
ffeld, that the guarantee operated to give t11e
bank a secret preference, and was invalid.-
McKéware v. Sanderson, L. R. 20 Bq. 65.

See EQUITY TO SETTLEMENT.

BEquEST. -Sec DEVISE ; LEGÂCY; MORTKAIN.

BILL IN EQUjiT.-See Discovxuy ; EQUITY ;

INJUsiCTION, 1 ; STAT 0F PROCEEDINQS.

BILLM ÂND NOTES.

The contract for building a vessel provided
that payrnsnt was to he made by payments at
difeérent stages of construction of the vessel,
of cash and bis of exchange, whicb were to
be retired at completion and transfer. As
each payment was mnade, the ves.sel wvas to bie-
corne the property of the purchaser to the
extent of bis payment, suiject to the bailder's
lien for unpaid instal-ments. Paymnts were
mnade aocordingly, and the bis negotiated.
The purchaser went into liquidation, and
inclodsd in bis statenient bis liability on
ssid bis. The Itoiders refulseli to acespt a
composition whilî was tsudered. Thse pur-
chaser gave notie to thse builder that
be abandoned the- contract. The builier hse
carne bsnikrupt, bis trustee coinpleted thse
vesei, and said bll holdera claimed a lieu for
the ainouint tiiey had paid for thse bills. IIeld,
that the bill holders had no lien. Ex parte
Lamnbtom. In re Lindsay, L. I. 10 Ch. 405.

See CIIFCK ;CONTRACT, 6.

BONDS.-Se NI:GOTIABLE PAPER.

CARRIER.

1. The plaintiff travelled on a raiiway, psy-
ilig nothing, the condition, whliii lie kueýw,
being thit lie travellid ut bis own risk. The
train sto1îped on a bridgo, the- parapet of
whieh wstu low und daligerus, and tie night
was darl.. The 1 laitiff feil ov,-r thie parapet
und was ii îiied. 114, 1, tiiat thle pliiîtiff
travile, a t Iiis own risk diii iiig lus accessand
deparreî froîin tue railwaîv as weil as during
tho transit. Oalliis v. Lottflûn and Nothe-
Western Piailway Cvo., L. R. 10 Q. B. 212.

2. Sixty bales of flux arrived at the defend-
anta' railway station consigned to th-le plain.
tifs., aud the ue(xt day the defexîdarts notified
the lefendants îliat tbey heid the flax tiot as
carriers, but as svsrehonsernen, at owner's
sole risk, aud suiîject to usuai warehouse
chaiges. Thse piaititiffs removed sorie of thse
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