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ENGLisEH Làw REPOiTS.

cature Act, 1873, § 25, eub-e. 6, provides
that a written aseigument of a chose in action
-shaUl be valid, if due written notice be given
thereof te the perbon liable thereon. Held,
that the aseignment was good and binding on
the defendant, and he muet pay the plaintiff
the £100, although he had already paid it te
G.-Brice v. Banni8ter, 3 Q. B. D. 569.

.BÂNKRUPTCY.-See CUSTOM.

.BEQtTST.-See DE&VISE; TRusT, 3 ; WILL, 1.
BILL oP LADiNG. -See BILLS ANI)l NoTES, 3.
CHARTEIL.PÂRTY, 2.

BILLS &ND NOTES.

1. The defendant gave Hl. hie acceptance t<o
an accommodation bill, by writing hie name
-acrose a paper bearing a bill-etaenp, and band-
ing it to him. H. turned out not te need the
accommodation, and returned the blank to
defendant as he had received it. Defendant
threw it into an unlocked drawer in a writ-
ing desk. in his chambere, to which hie clerk
.and other pereona had accese, andit was stolen,
and the plaintiff received it bona fide for value,
with the name of one C. regularly filled in.
Held, that the defendant was not liable on the
bil. Estoppel, negligence, and the proximate
or effective cause of the fraud discussed. -
Baxendale v. Bennett, 3 Q. B. D. 525.

2. A bill of exchange was drawn in England
on a party in Spain, payable te defendaint in
Spain three monthe after date. The plaintiff
purchaeed the bill in London from the defend-
ant, who indorsed it to him there. Plaintiff
indorsed it to one Mvi., and forwarded it te him
in Spain. M. indorsed it te C., and C. in-
doreed it to, 0., ail in Spain. The bull was
presented in Spain May 1, and dishonoured ;
and notice of the refusai to accept was sent te
the plaintiff by M. May 13, and received May
26. Plaintiff gave notice to the defendant
May 26. In Spain, no notice of nun-accept-
ance is essential. Heki, that the plaintiff
could recover. -Horne v. Rouquette, 3 Q. B.D.
514.

3. The plaintiff, a merchant ini London, pro.
cured a loan of £l1, OWof the defendant bank,
on the security of a cargo of goodpo in transit
te Monte Video, and of six bills of exchanga
drawn by hum on S., the conaignee of the
goods in Monte Video, and accepted by the
iatter. Two of these bille having been paid
and two diehononred, the dcfendant bank,
through its brandi in,,onte Video, prnposed
to » he goodu at once, when the plaintiff

wrote to the defendant, fot to seil, and sent
hie check for £2,500, as additional eecurity,
adding that, when the bills were paid, -"you
will, of course, refund us the £2.500." The
defendant drew the check, and, the other two
bills having been dishonoured, the defendant
took proceedings again8t; S., as a resuit of
which the goode were, with the plaintiff's con-
sent, sold, and the bis, without the plaintiff'e
knowledge, delivered up to S. cancelled. The
proceede of the goode were ineufficient, even
with the £2,500, to*tieify the dlaim. Reld,
that the plaintiff could not recover the £2,500
from the defendant. - Yglesia v. The Mercan-
tile Banc of the River Plate, 3 C. P. D. 330;
C. 3 C. P. D. 60; 12 Arn, Law. Rev. 723.
BREAcH or TRUST.-See TitusT, 3.
BURDEN 0F PRooF.-See INsuRANCE, 3.
CAusx.-See NEGLIGENCE.

CHÂRITY.-See WILL, 4.
CHARTER-PARTY.

1. A charter-party contained this clause:
" «Demurrage, if any, at the rate of 208. per
hour, except in case of any hands striking
work, froste or floode, revolutione or ware,
which may hinder the loading or diecharge cf
the vessei. Diepatch money 10a. per hour on
any time saved in ioading and for discharging."1
" «Steamers are te load and diecharge by night
as well as by day. Held, that, in estimating
dispatcli money, nine days saved. in loading
and discharging should be reckoned at twenty-
four hours each, and notaet twelve. -Laing v.
Hollwvay, 3 Q. B. D. 437.

2. By a charter-party between the plaintiff
and B., it was stipulated that fourteen work-
ing days were to be allowed for ioading and
unloading at the port of diecharge, and ten
daye on demurrage over and above the load-
ing and unloading daye, at £35 per day. A
full cargo of grain was taken on board, a part
of it consigned te the defendants, and lying
at the bottom of the hold. The bill of ladiiig
endoreed te the defendante contained the
worde, te be delivered te order, " on payiflg
freight for the eaid goode, and ail other cOn*
<litions as per charter-party. " The consignece
of the grain lying aboya that of defendmtO
failed te get their grain out in season, Io that
tbree <laye' demurraga accrued before defe6l'
dantei' grain was out. Held, that the defelD
<lente were liable. -Porteus v. WatneY, 3 Q. B'
D. 634.

See FiRnIT.


