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baviog an absolufe lieu on it for freight, dead-

freighit, and demurrage, which hie, or owner,

shial be bounfi f0 exercice." The cargo was

shipped, and aras worth the freight on ariala

at tie port of discharge. 11-el, thaf the char-

forer wsss net liahie to flhc shipowncr for deiay

iii loading the vessel.-Banser v. Breslau'r'

Law Rep. 2 C. P. 497.
3. The defendaut charterefi a sbip te pro-

ced to P., ansd there loafi "la ful and couaplete

Ilrg, "fise, &c.,"' as usual, excepted. Affer

part of tihe cargo was ou board, and whilo a

part of tlie residue was Iyiug alongside, flhc

slip caughit fire, the fie s'as put out by srut-

tiisiig the ship, aod tice damaged cargo avas

o ce sriiy soid by the master, arho also for-

wsarded by anotiser ship thc portion tisen lying

clonsd 1e. Aftor the sisip liad beeo repaired,

suie was fendercd to tise defendant, bot hie re-

fsed to Ioad any more cargo. IYeld, that he

was not exonerated froua bis obligation to locd

a ful cargo.-Jones v. [Join, Law Rep. 2 Ex.

335.
1 Se TassoniT.

Coos ýIL. Süe Wsre, ^4.
Coî.î issea.

1. Mlsen a collision takes place in wlsicl

both vess dc are to blame, tie master ansd crew

of onse cannot sue for salvage for having savef

fihe cargo of tise other froua tbe perils resubting

fro f ie collision- Cerye ex Caeldla, Law R3ep.

1 Adua. & Ece. 356.

2. If tise cw of a sip have confributed to

c collisiona by ssot keeping a sufficient looleout,
fliou•h tise pilot le also f0 blame, yet tise

oxen"irs are liable.-Psc Vdeasque', Laaw Rep. i

P. C. 494.

3.If a siip, bound f0 keep bier course under

tie ii sailiug rule, justifies lier departure

unsder tise 9tla ride, she maust chow not only

flint ber departure aras necessary to avoid is-

modiste dassger, but thaf tIe course adopted

by lir asas reasonably calculated to avoid that

dan- er. Tie Ayra aund Es7lizaedh Jekins, Law

lIsp. i P. C. 501.

Ceaie vav.

1. If as iîsjury te an individual, caused by

tise cet of a couapauy, would not bave beau a

ground for damages before the couacy ob-

taioed sfatufory powers te do wbct caused tbe

injssry, it cannot (except expressly se provided)

bie a ground for compensation wben caused by

sousetising doue in tIe exercice of those powers.

Rl. arNas the occupier of c public bouse on a

public footpatb. A raiiw ay couapauy, under

is ctafutory poavers, teuaporariiy obsfrucfed

streefs leading to tbe footpath, se as te make

access te tie bsouse iuconvesieisf. Tise jury

found fIat Rl. bad cusfained damage by tie in-

terruption te hic business. JJeld (per Lord

Chelmasford, C.; and Lord Cranavortis), thaf Rl.

aras not eîstitIed te comspensation.

Fer Lord Wectbury (dissenting).-Tse w ords

of thec statute, "iujuriously affected," do n0f

mean arrongfoily in tbe ceose of uslaarfuliy,

but " damnousiy," that is, injurioîssly, affected

in tia ordinary sesse of tise ascr6; and trade

carried on in psîrticular preuaises is iîselcled in

tie "ioterect" cf tie occupier, ansd if injuir-

ousiy affeeted is a subjeet cf ccmPen sit! o.-

1ýiktv. Jit-opsaitos Reiuay te., Law Rep.

IL. L. 173
.2. A company asas foruaed for tise pusrpose

of buying tie right te malte a foreign railwcy,

and of foruaing a sociWt anonyme f0 conctruct it*

The memorandum and articles stated tbat thec

conspanas uigit do wlsctevcr they tlsougbt in-

cidentai or couducive te the main obj oct, ansd

that the directors miglit do cli tisinge and ualte

ail coutrsets which, in their judgssenf, were

necessary and proper te efleef if. lIcil, tbat

tie riglîf f0 issue negotiabie papier, fbougî nef

te be inferred fions fhe nature of tie company's

business, aras yet conferrefi by tie gesserci

words in tbe uaesaoranduua aud articies.-Péri-

mias Railsrays Co. v. T'iames and dse ieiî

les. Co., Law Rep. 2 Ch. 6M7
îS'e CoNTasACr, 2; DRFcTRs; PsICIPALe AN.Du

AGENT; UJLTRA Vînus.

COaseOSITIoe EmN & -AraîcsivnY, I.

CCcAvaIcNT.- &e I',esU RNEs, 3, 4.
CONI)srIO-ç.-SC SALE'.

COaSsoseATIsON.-S't CO',TPACT. 2.

CoNTRsACT.
1. Tbougî a contraef ivola ing pesn

confidence is ended by tise deatî of tie p~aty

confidefi in, if is not se rescinded as ts taka

away c rigist of action for instalrns of pay

alrecdy vesfed.-Sttbbis v. Ilolylwel *fisey Ce.

Law lisp. 2 Ex. 3 11.
2. A conspany, already ccrryicg tbc mails

under contracta with tlie goa erîsment of New

Zecland, issued a prospectus, ofi'ering te issue

"new sîsares, in order f0 enahie fic ceuapany

te perforuai tIe centract reccntiy entoed into

antI the goverument cf Nsew Zeaiassd for c

monfisiy mail service." K., induced hy fiss

statensent, took couac of fIe nen csares. Tise

contracf ailuded te lu tise prospects sad boen

made antI fIe agent of tIe Nsew Zeaiand go-

vernuaenf, both tise compauy assd tie agent

blie'ved lie lsad authority to malt" it; bts5 it

turned ouf fIat hso had nef, andfiltie goveru-

ment repudiafed if. .1e Si, tisat as tie si'sre-
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