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ADMIRAiLTY--BlL 0F LADING-INCORPORATION INTO BILL 0P LAI)-
IN OP CONDITIONS 0P CHARTFR-PARTY-ARBITRATION CLAUSE

-STAYING ACTION.

Vie Portsqimoîtth (1910) P. 293. In this case goods wvere
rihipped under a. bill of lading whichi provided for paynient of
freiglit "'and other conditions as per chiarter-party. 'l'lie
charter-party provided inter' alia for the paymhent of derîuurrage,
and also contained at -arbîtration cla"~e in the event of miy
dispute. The shipownrrm eonnieneed an aetioîî for deiiiiu'ragp
agailist the holder for value of the 'Il of lading, and ant applieut-
tion was thoen made by tlw defendant to st&y the action, on the>
grouiid that the iRutter in dispute mnust ha~ referred to arbitrat ion.
The County Court ,judge granted the application and the
Divisional Court (Evans, P.>. 1)., aînd Deanie, J.) affirined bim
decision holding that the ternis of the charter-party wcere hy
reference incorporated into the bill of lading.

EMPLOYER:S' 1,1£1AHITY-NOTWEI ObA' D~TR~AOAL: u 3

AS TO CAUSE~ OFP ArI->I. I'I TO MîEl-o -
MEN 'S COMPENSATION AÇCT, 1906 (6 EDW. VIL. c. 58), S. 1,
Su'1-s. 1, S. 2- (lai), S. 8-(1.S.O. (1. 160, S. 13 (5)).

Eke v. Ira?'1-DykPe (1910) 2 K.lB. 677 was titi atioîn uîndmri
the Enîployers' Liability Art, 1906, whieh eontains siilar pr'o-
viisions to tho4e in R.8.0. e. I 60, S. 1.3. lis to givinig Of notuue.
The deeeamed workmçnan. had died in Octoher and no notive of t1lo
accident w~as given until Derrinher. iten exense for xîot giving
the notirce ias the uncertainty of the> real eause of th> deeeased
%vorkmnat's death, and this %vas hield to be a "rz:isonnable causev"
fur niot giving the notice %vithin th> statutory period.

CO~I'AY-WNDIo.U-OFIcIXLRIECEIVER AND UAQU IDATOR-

FRAuD-EXAMINATION 0F PEIRSON IAG -LUDTO
INSICCESSPI'LLIY OPPOSING APPLICATION FOR EXCULPATION-
JUISDICTION TO ORDER. LIQUIDATORt TO PAY COSTS PERSONýýAdX.

In re Tïieddle &~ Co, (1910) 2 K.B. 697. Thi4 is the decision
of the Court of Appeal (Cozens-Ilardy, Md.>. and Farwell and


