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praying to be reinstated, held, that as, in the
judgment of the court, the meeting was fairly
called, and the dacision was arrived at bona fide,
and not through caprice, suds decision was
final, and the court could nlot interfere.-IIop-
kinsoa v. Marquis of Exeter, iLaw ttep. 5 Eq, 63.

COLISION.
The oxvucrs of a foreigu vessai claimed dlamn

ages for a collision between their vessai and an
iEnglish ship, in Belgian waters. The defen-
dents, owners of the English ship, pleaded
tbat, by the Belgian lews, pilotage was compidl
sory in the place where the collision occurred.
JIeld, that the plaintiffs might plead in reply,
that, by tlîe saima laws, the owner of the vessel
in fault, thougli compallad to take a pilot, con-
tiud liabla fur damages.-Yle JJcdley, Lawv
flop. 2 Adm. & Ecc. 3.

COIPA-IY.

1. B, agraad with the promotar of a company
for the delivery to B. of dabantures of the comn-
pany, payable to bearer. The articles of the
conspany adopted this agreement, and diractad
it to bc carried out. Debontures waru accor-
dingly issued to B., nudar the seal of the comn-
pany, by aacb of wbich the compeny coveanted
to pay the sain manitioned tharaini to "«B., his
axacutors, administrators and assigus, or to the
holder hereof."~ Tîss bonds ware delivarad
by B. to Z., a ,5ois fide holdar, for v aiue.
Semle, tbet at law Z. could nlot sua on thasa
debentnras lu bis owu namne; and, quoere, whe-
ther tbey ware good et law as bonds or nlot;
but, lld, that, as they wara conformabla to tha
aboya mentind agreement, effect must bu
given to tlscm ln equhýy according to thair
tenor, and that therafora, iu the svinding up of
tbe company, Z. could prove on tham lu bis
own naima, and free from any aquitias bctwean
the company and B-In re Blaedy Ordance
Co,, Law Rap. 3 Ch. 154.

2. A. ownaed a bouse on a bighway. A rail-
way compeny, under powers given by statuta,
made an ambankmant on the highway opposite
the bouse, tbereby narrowing thse road from 50
to 83 feat, thus matarially diminishing thse
value of tbe bouse for saliing or lettiug, and
obstructing the access of ligbt and ai.Hed
(1) that A. lied sustained particular damage

fromr the works; (2) that the damage would
have beau actionable if it had nlot beau autho.
rizad by statute; (3) tbat the iujury doue was
an injury to A.'s estate, and flot a mare obstruc-
tion or inconveniance to hlmi personaliy or to
his trade; and that, tbese tbraa tbings concur-
ring, A. was autitled to compensation undr
8 Vie. caps. 18 & 20.--Beckeet v. Midland -Rail.

seey Co., Laws Rep. 3 C. P. 82. Sec -Ricket v.
Metropolitan Reilway C7o., Law Rap. 2 il. L.
175 (2 Am. Law Rav. 275).

SeC CONTRAcT, 2.

CoNFLIcT 0r LAws.

On a bill of axehange payable to order-
drawn, acceptad, and payable in iEngland-tbe
contraet of tbe accepter is to pay to au order
velid by the law of England; and au andorsea
eau suc tIsa accepter in England, under an
iudorsemant valid by the lexy of England,
though the indorsement was msade in France,
and by thse law of France gava tIse indorsea no
right to sua ln bis own namae, and tiiough the
indorser (-who was also draear and payes) and
thea indorsea wara, et the time the bill was
made and indorsad, domicilad and rasidasit in
France.-Lebel v. Tucker, Lawep 3 Q, B. 17.

See ADMINSTa 4IION, 3 ; COLLISsION; E Uery
PLEAPINO AND, PEACTIGE, 1.

CONTEMPT.

lu a suit for having rcmovad humant bonus
and portions of the soiS fromi a churclsyard to a
field balonging to tIse dafendant, tise Court of
Arches issuad a muition diracting the dafan-
dent to replace, bafore a certain day, tisa boneo
and ertls removad. The dafendant failed te
comply witb the order, alleging thet ha was
'unable to do so, because said field was no
longer in bis occupation or possession. Held,
that bis conduct amossntedl to contampt of court.
--Adlam v. Coltliurst, Law Rap. 2 Adm. di

Ece. io.

COŽiTRACT.

1. Whara a banç lies issued a latter of credit,
on the, terms tîsat the buis wlîich they agrea to
eccapt ara to bu covcrad by bis of Seding, sus-
pension of payment hy the bank before thera
bas beau timas for the latter of cradit to bu
sssed, is not e braacb or rapudiatiou of the con-
tract; bacause the liquidators, undar the wind-
ing up of tIsa bank, migbt hava racaivad per-
mission to nagotiae tbe bis, and a dlaima by
thea Isoldar of thea latter of credit for damages
for tIse allag-ed breach veas disallowd.-lIn re
.dgra Bansk, Law Rap. 5 Eq. 160.

2. Thea plaintiff agraud tbrougb e broilar to
sali his sbaras in a compeny to a jobbar for
£200. By tIsa usage of tIse Stock Exchange,
tIsa transfar would nlot ha mae tili e future
day, and ln thse intarvai tIse sliaras might again
bu sold tili a certain day, wen the original
bnyar must nae tIsa parson. to wbom tIse
shares sbouid bu trensfarred. Accordingly,
tIsa shares waru finally sold to thse dafandant
for £141 (a eall haviug bean. made lu tIse meu-
time), and tIse plaintiff gava tIse dafendant a


