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DIGEST 0P THEE ENGLISRL LAW REPORTS.

entitled to reasonable notice under this con-
tract.-Crden v. WrigNe, 10C. P. D. 591.

ME]At3uRE or DAMAGES.
The plaintiff, who was contractor for the

construction of a tramway with a tramway
Company, contracted wihdefendan ts that
they should lay with asphait and 'iinitain in
good order for twelve months the said tramn-
way. Wjthjn the twelve months, one H.,
.driviug over the roadt, was thrown out and
hurt, in cousequence of the defective condi-
tion of tle asphalt. Hl. sued the tramway
-Company, Who gave notice to the plaintiff.
Plaintiîï gave notice te tlie defeudauts. They
refused to settle ;sud p]aintiif, by negotiationi,
finally settled by paying £11(1: £70 dainages,
and £40 H. 'S costs. He sued for these suima,
together with £18 coats of has owu in getting
the claim reduced. Hled, that the defeud-
ants were offly liable for thle £70 (lainages-
Figher v. The ;(tl de Travers Asphalte Co.,
1 C. P. D. 51n.

M ISTAKEB.

G. P. R., ail undischarged bankrupt, or-
dered goods from a firm under hiii old firmi
name of 1«J. R. & Co., Mfincing Lane, Ply-
miouth." The firmn senut them, thinking the
order was froîn 1' R. Bros. & Co., Old Townu
St., Plymîouth," with whom they hadt had
dealings. G. P. R. 's trustee in bankruptcy
seized aud claimed the goods, and the se~llera,
learning the inistake, siued to recover them.
Held, thât lio proçoerty in them had passed,
aud the trustee must restore them.-It re
Reed. Ex parte Barnett, 3 Cii. D. 123.

MOIITOAGOR ANI) MORTCuAGE.

P., Iessee of certain dock premises, and the
machinery movable and immovable thereon,for twenty-one years, mortgaged the sanie to
L. &Co. A fterwards a rail way company gave
notice to P. to buy the preuises for- the rail-
wsy under the Lands Clauses Act. P. died;
and L. & Co. took possession, and gave notice
to the railway Company that they wished the
compensation aettled by arbitration. The
Company, snd thse executors aud mortgagees,
concurred in the appointment of an umnpîre;
and he muade ail amardl of a certain suni includ-
ing £2,800 " in respect of trade profits which
would hlave accrued if the preinises had net
been tskeo" by the railway company. The
executors claiuned tbis sum. Held, thst it
belonged to the mortgagees. Pile v. Pile.
Ex parle Lambion, 3 Ch. D. 36.

MUTtIAL INSURlANCE-See INSURANCE.

NEGLIGENOL.-See BILLS AND NOTES, 2, 3.
NEGLIGENCE 0F FELLOW-SERVANT.-66 MAS-

TEILÂND) SERVANT, 1.
NOTIOR. -Se MASTER AN!) SERVANT, 3.

*PARTNERSISIP.-Sde JOINT DEBTOR.,

PATENT. %
Three referees were appointedl under an set

of Parliamient te inqnire into thse, jupurities
of the London gas, with riglit to require thse
pis compaîuies to affoid them facilities for

their investigations. As a resuit of their ex-
aminations, one of thse number thought lie
had discovered a method of securiug greater
purity in the gas. Thse impurities complained
of caine from certain componnds of sulpisur.
The defendant company had experimîentedl on
the matter, sud had been using lime in thse
purifiers. This, with the contents of the
puriflers, formed suiphide of calcium, with
-vhlich tise sulpisur impurities combiued.
Tise carbonic acid of the gas impeded the
action of thse suiphide of calcium, and the
result was, the gas came out too impure for
use, and could not alvvays be relied upon te
come out with thse sanie degree of purity.
The gist of flie plaiutiff's change consisted in
kecping mjore lime in the first set of purifiera.
lu this way the carbonic acid was more effect-
ually reîinoved, and thse subsequcuit processes
of renîoving the aiplior impurities by sut-
phide of lime Ivere muci mocre effective. The
change was suggested to tIse defeudant Coin-
pany hy the referees, aud the latter tried it,
with buccess. The referees miade their report,
incorporatiuîg these suggestions aud experi-
suenta ; but the report was withheld from
publication, te enable the plaintiff te get ont
a patent. JJeld, that the plaintiffs ides, only
amounted to a more thorougis application of
soiuethiug in lise before. Quoere, wlîether a
public officia] can patent the resuit of an
officiai ins-estigaticî.-Paterson v. Galigh4
& Coke Co., 2 Ch. D. 812.

PwrîrloN 0F RIGHT.
Englisi inerchlanta authorized by the law

of China to trade ouiy with niembers of a
Guild calls'd the Cohong. War broke out
l.etween Eugfland aud Chinas, the Ccluoug was
abolialiefi, aîîd the Englisis nerchauts lost
their only remedy, which was againat thse
Cohong. A treaty was made between the
counitries, under wisich China psid ho the
British Government a certain sum ou account
of debts (tue froni former members of the
Cohong te said mercisajts. If waa held tisat
a petition of riglit would not lie by one of
said Britishis erchants to obtain payment of
a sura of money alleg-ed htebe dute froin a
former member of, tise Cohong.-Rustonýiee v.
Thte Queen, 1 Q. B. D. 487.

POWER TO S.ELL.-See TRtUST TO SELL.

PRîseCIPAI. AN!) AGENT.
1. Action for breach of the foliowiug un-

dertaking : "i1 undertake te load the shîp
Der Versîoeh, twenty-nine keels, witli Bebside
coals, in heu colliery working days. On ac-
count of Bebside Colliery, W. S. Hoggett."
Hoggett, the defendaîxt, wss a clerk of the
colliery compsny, wiih had made a coutract
with B., W., & Co., te furnisis themn n certain
amount of coal. in the montha of January,
February, and Mardh, " the turm toie utual-
ly agreed upen." B., W., & Co. chartered
the pisintiff's ship to convey tlic cosi ; and
the plaintiff, objecring to the provision of the
charterparty as te the mather of detention in
loading "in turu," the above uîîdertakîng
was procured, aud thse charter was completed.
Thse uiidertaking purported to bu with nohody
in particular. The vessel was detiaiued be-


