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yond tan days; sud tise dlaim was for demur-
rage. Held, tisat tise jury properly foruit
tisat tise defendant was personally beund,
tisougis he did not kuow hie was makiug tise
UnIdertaking in reference to a pending charter,
aud tit tisere was cousideration tiserefor.-
Weidner v. Hoggett, 1 C. P: D. 533.

2. A broker is flot personally liable ou a
note signed by isim, sud runuiug tisus : "I1
have tisis dlay sold by your order sud& your
acceunit, te my principals, five tonsEYthra-
cene." Soutkuiell v. Bowditch, 1 C. P. D.
374 ; a. c. 1 C. P. D. 100 10 Ani. Law Rev

Sec BILLS AND NOTES, 1; BRoxEit.

PRIVI LEGEID COMMUNICATION. -Sec INsPECTION

0F DOCUMENTS ; PRODUCTION or Docu-,
MENTS.

PIVTY.-See MASTER AND SERVANT, 2.

PRODUCTIOoN or DocumENTis.

A bainking couîpany, isaving a centroversy
about an alieged franduleut transfer of an ac-
ceunit, at OneC of its braucis offices, telegrapised
te tise manager of tise brancis office te write
full particulars. lu tise suit that followed,
tise bank refusadl te produce tise letter sent in
auswer te tie telegram, claiming it te be
privileged. Heid, that it mnuet be produced.
Anderson v. Bank of Britishr Colîembù&a, 2 Ch.
D. 644.

PItOXIMATE RESULT.-See MEASURE 0F D.Am-

ÂGES.

PUBLIC OFFICîIAI.-See PATENr.

RATIFICATION OF CONTRACT.-Sde INFANT.

REALTY AND PEPSONALTY. -Sec MAIISIIALLING

A SSETS.

RicsiDuARY LEGýTLeF.
A testatrix gave lite aunuities, sud ordered

funds iuive8ted te psy tisen. She then gave
tise restitue of iser estate, 'l iucludiiug tise fuud
Set spart te auswer tise saiti annuities,...
wheu aud se soon as such annuities shall re-
spectiveiy cesse," teJ. Tiseestate paid only
58. in tise pounid, sud thse court oî'dered sunis
5pportioued to eacis annuity te bie investeti
and tise income dluly paid. One cf the ennui-
tants died, sud J. claimed the ftind ont of
wisich this aunuitant hiait received bis anuuity.
Ifeld, that ail tise annuities must be paid in
full before J. coutil take any tising as rasidn-
ary legatee. Iit re Tootal'; Estate. Hansliss
v. Kilurn, 2 Ch. 1). 628.

nIGIIT, PETITION OF.-SMc PETITION or Rîosî'i.

8ALE.-Se YENDORt's LIEN.

SÂALVÂGE,
Tise steamer M, freru Sumatra te Jedda,

witis 550 piigrirns, was wracked oit tise Par-
k lu Rock, iu tise lied ýsea, two or three days'
voyage frein Jedda. Tise steamer T. carne up,
and hier captain refused te rescuie sud carry te
Jedda tise piigrims for less tisu 4a 00 the
Tfhole 'inunî of tise passage-mouay from
Sunratra te Jetida. Tise captain of tise M. at
lest agraed te give this amount. Hedd, tisat

the bargain was inequitable, and muet bie set
aside. £1,800 was awarded.-The Medirna, 1
1'. D. 272.

8IIERIFF.

A sheriff seized goods under a Ai fa., and
the execution creditor afterwards lost hie
claiîn under the execution by acceptiug a com-
position fromr the execution debtor. fle gave
no instructions to tise sheriff how te proceed,-
and the siseriff sold the goods for bis fes and
expeuses. 1Held, that thse execution debtor
could maintain trover or trespassa gainst the
sheriff in respect of thse goods so, sod.-
Snearg v. Abdy, 1 Ex. D. 299.

SL&NDEE.

In an action to impeacis a testator's signa-
ture to a wili to whici thse plaintiff wu au
attesting witnesâ, the defendaittestified au an
expert tlîat hie thoughit the signature ws
forged. Thse jury foruit in tavor of thse will,
and thse presiding judge animadverted severely
upon tise hardiisood of the expert. Thtse
strictures were publisired next day in the
Times. Afterwards defendant was cai]ed in
an action for forgery, aîîd testified that thse
alleged forgeries were genuine signatures.
The conusel in cross-exaînination, referred te-
tise wîtuess' testimiouy in tise -previous cas,
the remnaiks of the judge, and the item in
tise Times, aud sat dowu. Thereupon thse
witness began an - explanation'" of tise pre-
vions case, sund, in spite of the efforts of tise
judge to stop MIr, said : - 1 believe that wil
to ba a rank forgery, and 1 shail ielieve 8o to
tire day of my deatis." The jury forut, on
speciad questions puit theîn by tire judge, that
tire wituless spoke tisese words net iii goed
faith as a witness, uer in answer to auy ques-
tion, but for bis own purposes, and mali-
ciousl y. Held, that tise words were privilegedt
-Seanan v. NetJ&erclIjt, i C. P. D $40.

SOLD NOTE.-S BROKER.

.STATtTTE.
A man may be couvicted sud fined for " rid-

iug a hsorse furiously se as te endanger tise ivea
ef passeugers, under tise followiug statute*
"If auiy person, riding auy horse or beast,
or driving auy sort of carniage, shalh ride
or drive tise same turiously se as to en-
danger thse life of any passenlger, everY person
so offentlîng and beiug convicteti of sucli off-
ence shahl forfeit a sum iiot exceeding £10 in
case such driver shisl net be tise owner of
sucli waggou, cart or otiser carniage, [and in
case tise offender be tise owner ef sucis wsggon,
cart, or otiser carniage,] tisen suy sumn rrot
exceeding £10."- Wilhaess" v. Evans, 1 Ex.
D. 277.

STATUTE 0F FRAUDa.

Tise following note by W.'s solicitor to A.'s
solicitor is not such as to meet thse requirements
of tise Statute of Fraunds, altisougis a. verbal
agreement was nmade, as there stated :" W.
bas been with us to-day, sud stated that hie
liadt arrsnged witis y* client A. for thse sale
te tise latter of tise Lio Inn for £950. W.
therefore send iserewith draft cOntract for,
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