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bis of exehange were in Schiender's hands in Norway and'stili current, tbeY
were seized under a judgment recovered in Norway against 1. F. Alcock alOfle,
and after they had became due they were sold by auction under the executifl, to
Meyer, who subsequently sold then- in the ordinary course of business and bOtd
fide to Kopman's bank. According ta the law of the foreign country in whicb
the sale of the bis of exchange took place the sale had the effeet of çonferriflg
valid title on the vendee, freed from ail equities-that law flot recognizing the
English doctrine that the purchaser of an overdue bill takes only such titie asth
vendor had, nor any difference as ta the negotiability of a bill before and afteV it 5
due. The contest was therefore between Arthur Alcock and I. F. Alcock & G0,ý
the plaintiffs, and Koprnan's bank, as ta which of thern, under the circumstalces"
had the better right ta the bills. Rorner, J., decided that the Bills of Exchang6

Act, S. 36, S-S. 2 (53 Vict., c. 33, S- 36, S-S. 2 (D.), which provides that where el
overdue bill is negatiated, it " can only be negotiated subject ta any defect of tite
affecting it at its maturity, and thenceforward no persan who takes it can acquire
orýgive a better title than that which the persan from whorn he took it had,"1 doeS
nat apply ta transfers in a foreign country, but is only declaratory of the le$
wvhere it is applicable; and that neither did S. 72, S-S. 2 (S. 71, S-S. 2 (b) of )O"'
Act),rwhich provides that " where an inland bill is indarsed in a fareign catIt'l
the indorsernent shah, as regards the payer, be interpreted according ta the lew
of England," apply ta the case ; and he held that as the effect of the transactons9

in Narway rnust be deterrnined according ta Norwegian law, and as acçordiîn5
ta that law Kopman's bank had acquired a valid titie ta the bis and their PrO,
ceeds, freed frorn ail equities, their title must therefore prevail over that of the
plaintiffs, and this decision was affirrned by the Court of Appeal (Lindley, LoPe'
and Kay, L.JJ.).

Logal Scrap Book.

BEQUEST TO A CIIURCH-THE BLACK GOWN.

Many ecclesiastical cases, bath interesting and amusing, have corne to US f
England, and naw that of Wright v. Tugwell (1892>, 1 Ch. 95, establishes that
bequest ta a church, subject ta a condition that the black gown shahl be worfl
the pulpit, is valid. Low Church testators will appreciate this decision.

TOBAccO A DRINK. 
e

The successful party in the case of Baker v. J1acobs (23 Atl. Rep.* 588) tre te
the jury ta cigars, and an this ground a new trial was granted, the court hoidi
that tabacco is bath a victual and a drink, and, therefore, carne within the Pro"
hibitive wards of the statute. In Wiseheart v. Grose (71 Ind. 260), howeve, en
action ta enforce a contract by a son ta "victual, clothe, etc.," bis father for î"fo
in return for the use of his farrn, the court refused ta consider that hiskeY eld
tobacco were included by either " victuals " or " clathes."


