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Local Legislature. I therefore, in accordance
with these views whic.h I have just imperfectly
expreased, have thought it right ta enter a ver-
dict for the plaintiff, and I think he should have
a certificate to entitle him to full costs.

Verdict for plaintiff.
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ACcOUNT. -SeC EVIDENCE; PARTNEP.SHIP;

SOLICITOR ANI) CLIENT.

ÂOTION.-See EvIDENCE ; HUSBAND AN») WIFE.
AGENcy.-Seo BILLS AND NOTES; LIEN, 2;

NEGLIQENCE, 2.

AGREEMENT .- Se CONTRACT.

ALTERATION 0F CONTRAC!. -Sec (
2
ONTRACT.

ALTERATION 0F IN2STRUMEIFNTi. -Sc (CHECC.

ANSWEut.-Sed PLEADING.
APPROPRIATION 0F PAYMENT.-See BILLS AND

NOTES.

ASSAULT.-Seg H-USBAND AN» WIF.E.
ÂvxRAGE.-Sec LIEN, 2.

-BÂNK.-&ce CHEcx.

BÂNKRUPTCY.

1. The Divorce Court ardered M. to psy
£5,000 ta 0. ou the latter's undertakiog to
pay1 the aine inu the registry, ta abide the
frther order of the court. M. did not PSYthe

money, aud 0. filed a petition foi- adljudication
in bankruptey agLifl5t M. lled, that tiiere
was uo good petitioning creditar s debt.-Ec
parte Muirhead. In re Jfu»ihead, 2 ('h. D.
22.

2. Action for breach of aîî agreem eut,whereby the defendajîtS agreed, in consiulera-
tion of the plaintiff transferring and disclos.

ngta them ail hi8 property upon trust for al
thel plaintiff's creditors, to repay ta the plain.
tiff £50 upon realiZation of the plaiîîtiff's
property. Held, that said agreement was
void, being a.fraud upon the plaiutiff's credit-
ors.-Bla*locc v. Dobie, 1. C.P.D. 265.

3. A partiier in a firmi died ; and by the
partiierhil> articles, his share was ta be paid
ont b>' instalments extending over a period of
fourteen yeurs. Before they were paid, the
firin becanie baukrupt. Held, that the
amounit due the estate of the deceased partner
iMnld flot be proved in bankruptcy against
the firm.-Nnson v. Gordon, 1 App. Caa.
195.

Set FRAUDLENT TRANsEER ; SURETY.

BRQUEST.-See CT-PREs ; DEvIsE; ELEoTION;
LEGACY; MÂRRIAGE, RESTRAINT 0F.

BILL ix EQUITY.

A bill of discovery ta obtain inspection of
documents in the defendalit's possecsion can-
not bie maintained in England if in aid of
proceediogs about ta be taken for the recovery
of land in India.-Reiner v. Marquis of Salis-.
bury', 2. Ch. D. 378.

BILL 0F LADING.-Sece BILLS AND 'NOTES.
BILLS ANI) NOTES.

A. .iul England employed B. in South
Amerîca to purchase goods for lîlîji. The
eourse of busiîîeàs was as follows4: B. raised
funds to purcha3e goods b>' drawi ng bis on A.
and selliog them;- B.- with the proceeds pur-
chased. goodsand'shipped tliein to Liverpool,
sud sent the bis uf iading and invoices of
the gooda b>' post direet to A.; ini his ac-
counts, B. credjted A. wvith the bis, sud
charged him with the cost of the goods and
with camusision ; sud ini his letters lie directed
A. ta place the price of the goods to his credit,
and the bis to bis debit. Bath A. sud B.
became bankrupt. At the time A. became
bankrnpt, goods were in transit to Liverpool ;
and soroe of the bills out of the procteds of
which the goods had been bought had been
accepted, sud others were preseuted to A.
after his bankruptcy sud flot accepted. The
gooda arrived, sud were taken possession of
by A.'s trustee in bankruptey. Tlue holders
of the bis claiuîed to have the proceeds of
the goods appropriated ta the paymnt of the
accepted and also of the unaccepted bis.
Held, that holders of the bills had no right
to have the proceeds of said goods specificaliy
spprupriated ta their buis. The property in
the gooda psssed to A., subject ta B. 's right of
stoppage in trasîsitle; it did flot reveat in B.
ou A. 's failure to accept some of ssid bis;
aud there wvas na evidence of an agreement
b>' virtue of which B. had a charge upoît the
gooda in the liauda of A., and a right ta have
them applied in tskiug up the bilis. -Ez
-parte Banner. L& re Teppe,îbeck, 2 Ch. D.
278.

See BOND ; CIIEcK.

BOND.
A New York compan>' soid its bonds there,

sud parted witlî its interest in theni, sud
control aver theni. The bonîds ou which
the namne of the payee was left blsnk were
then sent ta Engand, and there advertised.
and sald b>' the New York purchaser'a
agents. Held, that the bonds were " iasued "
in England. -Grenfell v. Commi.ssioners of
IUa?<t Rvenue, 1 Ex. .D. 242.

Sée.SURETY.

CARRIER.

B>' statute, s columon carrier is nat liable
for injur>' ta pictures which shall have been
deiivered either ta bie carried for hire, or ta
accompan>' the persan of an>' passenger, when
the value of the pictures exceeds £10, unless
the pictures are declared aud au incresaed
charge iade. It waa held that the coni-
mon carriers are protected b>' this Btatute,
although'the injur>' occurredl after the pictures
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