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signedte thei cusiotmer, thn bille of ladiug relating te wicb field, tbftt giving a r:glit t0 >eît it e document, seenis inci-
Ivere depottitedi h thlmîe haitiker. '.ntIn give a tigiéh tu appiy tu the Coîurt for Inispection.

1Zeld, that agi actioit fur dv~ionoring a cheq~ue drawn in respect
of tquch credît vras maintainable iig%.iiîîsî the bauîker, ntitwitljiqsin-1.
ing a fibl in the nîttrket value ni te gon.l', the bills ot ladisnj CIA NCE ilY.
vrere au irsufficient security fur the amouut to wrhich thte cu8tomer M 1 Aî~y IA.Nv 7 8
bail been crediteti.SAIY.1F' Nr171.

POLLOCK, C B.-I f hy the course of denl*ng wlietber between a Tîi-zcar-hrefor ;tnyntînt of dde-Liabilty ta see Io
banker andi custonleror any two individluiîs, the practice la for ne the, ap'plication îtJpf4rcîoRe moriey.
ta give the other credit ta an agrertained amount in respect 0f When thi-re j4 an expri-4e charge in a will fur the payment of
vaiFîible security depoéiteti witb bim, that la a 5bite of facti4 fromt debîts th iti t.se of twenîy-eiglît ye:&rs frot', thte te 5ator'8 dleaili will
,whict it inay very rensonably he inferreil titat the ubdëetarîling ne be a tteietit erîtol ta re-ijut the prestimptiîîn toit tlîî. debîs
of the parties was that it itioulti not be put an end te witlîout have uiot bei-n pîîid, tthougli thet rcctj., que truatt bave been in
notice, recel ut of thle rent4 iltîti nroîfi ts of thle eqau e

EX. ASTI.KY ANDl ANOTIIF. V. J011MON. Jan. 23.
Bill of exchanqe-Pqdure o-f coiisilerahîon-Consiîderillion poaabe at

a future daY andI before Iltaturîty.
A. drew a bill abrotid upon bis correspoudent in Englanti, at

mnlety days' siglît, payable to the order of B. The bill wtT drawn
andi lilinuedte B. on the terme that be ëhûoold pay for the bill nt
te endi of the moth.

Il,1d, itat it was a gooti at'swcc te an ation on the bill againtie
the acceptor at the suit of 13, that B3. bal net paiti the nioney or
aîîy p:irît i f.r bte bill; andt tbat titebîll iras accepted tmfter the
Lioth and in i-norance ofibe nnn-paytnent of iîecînsideration.

B TI , thouglît the prînuiple tif a conditzon prccdeeît ta tLe
paytnent of the Moncey applicable lu titis case.

B. Jan. 23, 24.
NîCUOî.eO! AND OtIEti V. R'I'KV.TTS AN5D OTtIEtî.

Ptsrter.thp-Purhasc an-d 8ale of bille of ezc4iange.
An arrangement was made between the defendaot.î, ruerclianîs

in London. atnd V. & Co , merchants in Buenios Ayrcs, tlit V. &
Co. shinulti draw upon the defetidants ani seli titese drafts, andi
Vihen an opportunity offereti purcba-e others; te Le remitteti to the
plait tiTs for the purpoee of covering tbeir acceptances. The pro-
fits ou bheee tranmactions were expecteti Io arise front the difference
in the rates of exellange, andi it was agreeti that tbey, or lte losses,
if any, sbouiti b. daid"tl e lually between the two firms. Bill,.
were accordingly drîîwn by V. & Co. upou the defendants and solti
ta the plainttff.s, whîo wera3 informeti of the autbortty given by the
defentiants ta V. & Co ta tiraw tLe bille. Titese bills were sý -ned
by V & Co. in their agit names.

Held, in an action against the defendants as dravrers of the bis,
titt iliugli there wa4 a parînership Leîween V. & Co. and the de-
fendants they irere flot lisible, V. & Co bavinig rio authority te
binti titeni by ibeir signature in tîteir own natnes.

1M-d also, titat the defendants were iitl iibio for the amount of
the biIl3 ini au actinn fur snoney Lad. andi receiveti as open
a failure of consideration.

JIe/d aise, that tLe defendantq were not ible for not accepting
the bis, ne they Lad fot under lthe above circuaistances conîractd
te do Sa.

c p
TuiE PaIENAaRT IlAttaou, DOCKr, A-nO RAiLwAY CoMdPANY v. Tan

"A IttIFF %ATERWOt1K@ XCMPANY.
Inîspection of dotunent-Prtfert and Oqyer, abolit ion of-Ca'non

Law, Procedare Act 1852, (15 & 16 Vie., c. 76) es. 55, 56~.
~Vlit.re a artv to an action. in lis nleatliiii. relies on adeetinhis

Semblde. tat nt te expiration of twetity e tght years trusteea clin
mnke out a gooti hile iitier tit expre>s powtr tA sa1e createil by
the tzbarge for tite pn>mcet of debis.

M. I. Locît Y. VBAIuî.S. Der. 10.

li'tU-Perqonal cie-lueIlein ti.
Testairix be&ng po-te.tied of lwelve sîttreq in he Carriîn Corn-

pan>', sp1ecificâlly beqocaîthet tii-ut t,î lier ni-ce ftor lier life, anti
lifter lier deceasttoe lier great nî'plew ftr hi4 life, andi in c#t',e
lie shlîni niarry to lus wife for lier life, the remainder to titeir
chtl. or chiltiren, but in cite lier grenu. nepltew sîtoulti not mirry
then ta certain clinitties, anii sle beiltieaulieti the reei-lue of lier
persoîtiil es4tate lfor tite samne enîls, itetetiant porpoies ai the
Carron Company's stock A Lorous on the îtlates w.'8 declared b>'
the Cuotpatny prier ta, but wlîici e~came peyaiile atter Litr ditli.

On bii, titett by lite truste % of' lier ivill,
Hteild tbat lte Loîiu.i muost nt be trearet iq part of thte proceetis

of the ttbiresm. but lis part of the litsonitl etiite.

V. ~ ~ AWO C .IÂsYv. SiO3îNON. Yet'. 25, Dec. 6, 22.
Speetfic pcrforeaonce-Inirance- Veutdor endi pttrcl.ser.

S. contracta in wriîing to purcbase a leaseholti bouse of D. and
bis co-.rustees for sale. The liouse je belti untier D>. :ollege, andi
there ia a povieT of Te-enir>' andi aroidititc of ste lease on non-
performance of an>' covenant. The insurni. 3 of the bouse b.iîtg
about te e vire, 1). renews i go as jusi ta v..tcnd Leyondi the tliy
appointedf.tr ranipi etitin, The pu-ptise t. tint coutpleteil on thaI
dIsly andti îe insurkLIICO expires. On a subsequint day wtien tle
parties met ta coînplete, the ftîct of the policy itavitîg dritppe) te
di-icovered, but the purclîaser's solicilor offers * completa le a
wirater of the forfeiture us obîitined. Tlîîs, the plattitife' sûlicîtor
ileclines, altbough afterwards a. waîiverile ottite:l rThe puc haber
refuses t0 complète andî on bill Ouled h>' 1J. t0 etîforce bpectfic per-
formance againsî S., bill tlitmaîsed wiîliout costis.

Semtle, if tIte filet of -in ins4urancebeingaliout ta expire after the
day appoinîti for cottpletion auta.cceîîtîîce of tille îs knoa'n lu a
purcliaser anti oit leiiig applieil ta fer the iîcatis uf rî.îîewiing it
Le refuses te afford thite, ltae Court would enfurce peiforutauce
againbt Ltn.

The onmission of a venter t0 inforil a purchas;er of ae day on
which a poiicy 0f insîtrarice on the prennbes will expire, followeti
iîy %, forfeiture of the lease le riot suilicient to put an euti tu the
contriiet.

The relation of trustee and er3liii gne irilti is createti in itq fou
citent front tlie dîy aîtpiited for a conîpletion of a purchase sup-
poéîng it ie not then completeti.

ptsession, tLe Court may, by ,irtne of its jurisliction au. Conuion
Law, mke a ule absoltute for inspection of tLe deeti by the. R.

opposite party. P .R.1ASCO£ Y. SWAN. No V. 10.
Per WIîLxeS, J. btsection 5(1 of lbe Common Law Proccdure la rit on-A ccoun t-Iî?fancy- 21enant 1 n comii.on- Occuipa lion-

Act 1852, seems incitlentailly ta give a statutar>' rigbt te apply ta Rent.
tbe Court for inspection. B., one oif Ivre tenants in cotamon (A. &.)dicti Ieaving C.

Section 513 gays: -A part>' Flcading in answer ta an>' pleatiing an infant ber heir at law. C on atîaintng his ma)oriîy intittuteti
in which an>' document is metîîned or referreti tu, eLhat be ni. the present suit for partition and accoupi. The Court dereeti
Itberty ta %et out the whole or sucb part thereof a% mav Le tma- that A. sîtouiti be treiteti as baving- entereti an C's ette, and
terial, anti te nuatier go se& out shahl bc tieemeti and takeu ta e b aving beeu in actual possession during the wLole cf C's mnorit>'
part of the pleading la wbich it is set otut."î andi cbarged A. with an occupation rent.

1860.]


