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injure the plaintiff and praving for a sale
ani accouints, &c. Shortly 'afterward the
plaintiff obtajnedl a sumnmons fromn a police
court against the saine parties for conspiring
to defraud lier of bier just slîare iii the part-
l'crsbip business. Mlotion to dismiss pro-ceedings on the suiiuniions retused. -Stull v'.
Brownci, L. R. 10 Ch. 64.

Sec COPYRIGoîîr; LÎBELi,; MINE.
INSJ'ECTION.-.See PATENT, 1.
INSUIZABLE IXTERES'.-SeC INSURACE, 1.
INSURANCE.

1. The plaintiff contracted for the 1)urchase
of rice from A. in the following ternis.
"Fei). 2, 1871. Bon -ght for accotnt of (tbe
îîlaintiff), of A., the cargo of Rangoonî rice
per Suitbeamn, 707 tons regfister, at 9s. 1ilper cwt., cost and freiglit, expected to be.Marcb shipîneîît ;but coiitraý-t to be voiti
should vessel îlot arrive at Rangoon before
April, 1871. Payînent by sellers' dlraft on
purchasers at six înionths' siglbt, with docu-
mnents attaclked" The Sitnbeaiib was char-
tered by the sellers' agents. On Feb). 3,1871, the plaintiff effected ilîstrance with tbe
defendants "at and froîn Ranîgoon to any
port, &c., by the ,9uïtbectn, warrainted to sailfroin. Rangioon on or before the lst of April,
0o1 ne, as interest may appear :amount of
invoice to be deeîned valne :average payable
on every 500 bagrs :the said nierchauttises,

&care'ani saal be valued at £5,'500, part of£6, 000. " On the 3Oth Marcb there were8,8-48 bags of riee on board, and 4c00 more inilîghiters aloligside îvould have colnlileted thecargo ; but the slip snnik at bier anc hors, andwas totally lost witlî lier cargo on tItis day.
After the loss of sbip and cargo, anîd in orderto enable the plaintiff to claiin on his policy,the captain signed bills of ladin ig for the cargowhie'i bad been shipped ; and A., the seller,drew bills if exclbange for the price of sudh
cargo, wbiolb were aceepteti and met by theplaintiff. Trhe bills of.lading were indorsed
to tlie lilaintif. AIl tis was made knowu tothte defendaxîts wlienl the dlaimi wa. made for
mnsurance. IIeld, that the plaintiff haî thteoptionî of electiingc to treat said quantity of
rice o11 the Suitbcaui as a cargo ; and that; after
thue loss lie lîad tlîe saine option as before;
and tlîat having so elected, the property inthe rice passed to lii froin the moment itwas put on board, and the nie n'as at bisrisk. Al-so that the plaintiff liad an insurable
interest in the lice even if tlîe property didnot pass, because lu - lad an existîîîg coutract
with regard to it froin the tume of its beincgon board, by virtîje of which lie lîad an ex-_pectancy of advantage depending on the safearrival of the rice. Also, tlîat the policy wvasa valucd policy, the valuation being tlîe

amouint of the proper invoice, according tocontî'act between the plaintiff and A. -An-
derson v. Rice, L. R. lu c. P. 68.

2. Oui tlîe 22nd Novernbeî., 1871, the plain-tiff entered iîîto a charter.party ivitlu R., bywîii tlîe vessel was to proceed froni Liver-
pool to Newport and thlere ship a cargo ofiroîa rails for Sai{ Francisco, ordinary perils
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3 A proposaI foi' insurance on a vessel asS
accepted by aîî imsurance coînpany on March
Il. On Mardi 17, thue plaiuitiffs leariietl th8t
tlîe vessel xvas lost, andl tîte saine day senit tO
the comnpany for a policy in pursuance of thé
ternis of said proposai. Thc comipany the"i
for tlîe first time asked the aiiount of iîisur'
nce, auid inserted iii the policy wliicl WO

acceptod by tlîe plaimitiffs the warrantY,
" Hull warranited flot insured for more th8a'
£2, 700 after thc 20th MarchîI." Trbe vess'1
was tben iîîsured for an additional £500 ifl an
insuirance club, l'y the mIles of wbich sliiPs
lîelouîgiîîg to inenubers were iîîsnred froiii thé
2Oth March one vear to the 20th Marell
tîte next year, " anti su on from year te yeitI,
unless tei (lays' notice to the contrary bé
giveni ;' ami in tlîe absence of notice thé
managers of tue cluba werc to renen' eacI'
policy on its expirationi. Held, tbat theo
warranity n'as coin plied .,.ithl anti also thaet
tlîe plaintiffs wcre not boutid to coînmuflie8te
informationu receix ed after March Iltl-
Lislthmaî v. Xo-hc Jariice Lisuraucc CO".
L. R. 10 C. P. (Ex. Chi.) 179 ; s. c. L
C. P. 216 ; 8 Ain. Law Rev. 101.

-Sce SEAWOPTHINESS.

INTIE.REST.-Scc EMNN;T DoaLrAiN,.
JOINT OwNsuuip.-Sec TRUST, 2.
JUDGMENT.-SCC ESTOPP'EL.
.JURISDieTioN,-See LîamtL.

LEAS&>EHoLD.-See LEGA.4cY, 4.
LEGÂCY.

1. A testatrix, wlîo lad mouev at her
haîîker's on deposit notes n'hich stated thaIt
tlie înoney avas " rcceived to accouuut for 011
deunand, " lîequeatlîed " ail bonds, prolnissory
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excel)ted, &c. On the 9th Decenîiber, th16
plaintiff eflected ilsuranceivitlîthe dlefeld*
alits "on chartered freiglît valtned at £2,900,
at and froîîî Liverpool to Newport, iii tOe,
while tlwre, and theuice to Sanl Francisco," "
The slîip sailed Jaii. '2, 1872 ; and on Jan. 4
took the rocks before arriving at NeWPOrI'
On Feb. 18, shie was got into a place of safetY
auîd was got off the rocks Mardli 21. Th@
tîme necessary for the completion of repairéi
extuuîded to the emi of Au gust. Due notice Of
abandonmient wvas given, but wvas not accepted.
On the l6thi February, 1872, R., witîîout thé
consent of the' plaintiff, chartered anoth6r
vessel by whivlî lie forwarded the rails to Safi
Francisco. The jury found that the tie
iiecessary- for getting the shilp off and repalr'
ing- lier was so longu as to make it unreasonablé
for- the charterers to supply the agreed cargo
at the endi of sucbi time ; and that sucli tile
wvas s0 long as to put an end, iii a commerci9l
sense, to tîte comnier(ial speculation entered
upon by the ship-owncr and ehiarterer. Hd(by 13î~mW:I, 1B. ; BLACK BURIN, MELLO,0i
and Lusîî, JJ., and ANIP'HLETT, B. ;CLEA8 'BY, B., dlissenting), tbat the charterer 'Wft5
absolvetl fî'on his coni.ract, and that; there
wvas, therefore, a loss of the chartered freight
by perils of the sea.-,ackso,î v. (7'eion 3f«arind
Lieurance Co., L. R. 10 C. P. (Ex. Ch-)
125 ; s. c. L. R. 8 C. P. 572 ; 8 Ain. L811


