
ENOUSMH CASES.

Ilr$UUSNOE-CNOALMT OP IUTEBLAL FAOT- AMSGIÇIRNT. 0FO
FLIOTC-AM8GNEE POP, VALUE WITHOUT NoTWE-DmPNc'E
AmamIN OUT 0F OONTRÂCT.

Piekersgili v. Lon~don ansd Provicio M. & 0. Ina. <Jo. (1912)
8 K.B. 614. T1he plai2ntifts -in this euse were the builders of a
ve1e of which Brown & Co. were the owners, who sgareed te
transfer 'te tihe plaintiffs ail policies of insuuante effeeted by
theni on the -Vessel as seeurity for -the price. Brown & Ce. e!-
feeited insurances and essigned the pclicies to the plaintiffa. lu
efYecting these insurances Vhcy cencealed frem the underwriters
riatarial facts. 'Plie plaintifsa took the asagnment without
notice. The Marine Insurance Act, 1906, provides, t-hat an as-
signîýe of a policy of marine inaurance ma.y sue thereon in1 his
own naine, but that the difendant may set up aaiy defence aria-
ing out of :the contraet, and ît was held hy Htamilton, J., whe
'tried the action, that the non-disclooure of material facts being
a breaeh cf t'he condition precedent -to the liability of the under-

writers on the policies, was a defence -arising out of the con-'j tract, and as such available te the defendants in bar of the ac-
tion: see Ont. Jud. Act, a. 58 (5).
MANDAMUS--PRROG4TIVE WRIT-COMMAND TO REPAIE BRIDGE--

VAG(TJENESS OP COM)&AND--RETURN TO WRXT.

Rex v. «Wilts and4 Rerks Canal Co. (1-912), 3 K.B. 623. This
was an application for a prerogative writ of mandamus requir-
inp the defendants, a canal company, to repair and maintain a
cert ~In bridge ini fulifilment of their publie duty in that be-
haif. 1t was objected that the rule nisi was too vague -and that
the defendants would not ktow what -they were required to de
if the wit were gran-ted as asked. Lord Alverstone, CI.J., hew-
ever, held'thst the command to repair the bridge in question was
prima facde suffciently explieit, and he granted it ini the ternis
sked, leaving it to -the defendants te raise the question on the

return of the writ if so advised.

SHIPING ~- CHARITER PARTY - CONTRACT OP APP'REIGTMENT-
DEAD -FRElT-.LIEN-IJNSEAWOR'rHiNBs-DEviATION.

Kihv. Taylor & Co. (1912) A.C. 604, This was an appeal
£romn the judghient o! the Court o! Appeal (1911) 1 RS. 625
knoted a.ite vol. 47, p. 2C5), reversing a judginent of Walton,
J. (1910) 2 K.B. 309 (noted ante vol. 46, p. 612). l'he action


