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DIGEST OF ENGLI5H LAW REPORT'S.

service. Demurrer. Held, tlîat; the terni of
the agreement, requiring the plaintiff to be
iu London on Marcli 30, 'vas lIot a condition
precedent, as it diti îot go to the root of tlîe
contract, s0 that s failtîre to perforen it wonld
reuder tisa Performance of the rest of tbe con-
tract by the plaintilffa thiug different in sub-
stance froîn wbat the (lefeîîdant stipulateti
for.-Bettini v. Gye, i Q. B. D. 183.

CONSOx.rnATION.5L'c MOIITGAGE, 2.

CONSTRUCTION. -Sec CONDITION, 1 ; CONTRACT;
DEVISE ; DWELLING-PLACE ; EXcUU-
TORS ANDI ADNIINISTRtATOtS; FREiGI;i,

ILLEOITIMATE CIHILDIIEN ;LEQ;ACY
SETTLFEEMNT ; W4GER ; WILL, 3.

2O'NTRACT.

1. A buiding Society compriSati lisder itS
suies inve.sting or " nadvaîjet " meixîbers
aud borrowiu)g or "adivancedi" Meusers.
The unativaneeti MeInbers sni'scribed for
shares, anti becamne entitiati to interest 011
on tbeir subscription.nioîîey. 'l'le ativanced
meînhers wvere liiose who subseribeil for shares
lu order to obtain an advance 011t of the fîînds
of the Society. The society n'as authorizeti
by its riles to make, to the inember who of.
feredthebb higliest prelinuni, inans whicli were
sacureti by iîlortîgage. S. borrowed money of
tha Society at a cci laisi premiinnii, anti execu-
ted a mortgage, in whiicb ie eoveîîauîeî to
psy the Society certain soîlîs Iperiod(icaily " at
the times ant in nuiaunner irescribed by its
micas for the tinie being applicable," util
<first) tLe sum Lorrowel, with int-rest at four
per cenît. on the ainoolît ilîcreof, sbonld ho
pasi, sud util (schl)saiti preminso, ivith
inti-reat at salut rate, shiîouId bie paili ; aud that,
in the ineaîî)tiîne, ail the rtides for the tiîna
heing of.the society shoold, in, respect of said
borro _et sîîîn, Le observeti anti coinpliel
witb by S. Sîîbseqîîeîtiy tLe Society, whieh
hati in tbc meantime lost înoney, -usseat fln'
ruies, whiclî insposeti upon niembers the
obligation to coutribute towaî'ds repayîuent
of saii loases, aud tiiot, - so far as tha mules
cf iaw anti aquity îviii permit, these miles
shall apply to ail the inn bers as weii preselît
as fuIture, anti to ail traîssactions as n'el past
as future." Jfeld, that 8. was îlot; obligati to
moka any constribution irlîposeti upon hinu
under saiti nen' mies. -smnilib's Case, 1 Ch.
D. 481.

2. The defeudaut, wbo carrieti on business
in Lonîdon, sent an ordai' by latter for certain
goods 10 tbe plaintiff in Southwark. Tba
plaintiffdidii lot 5II5wer bue letter, but saut
the goods to the defendant lu Lontion, whiera
thev were accepteti. Held, that tha causa of
action arose in Loîîdo.-2'aylor v. Joncs, 1
C. P. D. 87.

3. Tisa defendant, a broker, signeti s soiti
nota iu thesa tarins "Messrs. S. & Co*, I
have buis day soWlby your ondler anti for your
account, to ruy principals, about five tous of
pressed anthracene, xx.'" Heki, that the de-
fendant was persoually hiable on said soid

note i n an action for goods solti sud deliv'ered.
-S071,111-l v. Bou'ditch, 1 C. P. D. 100.

See BROKER, 2 ; CARRIER CONDITION,
2 ; DAMAGES ; EIECTION, 2 ;F.REIGHT
MASTER AND SERVANT.

CO-NvFPSION -&e BnoKER, 1 ; DEVISE, 6.

CONVERSION OP IiEALTY INTO PERSONALTY.-
Sec ELECTION, 1.

CONVICTION. -See JUDvE, DISQUALIFICATION
OF.

COsRPUS.-Sec DEVISE, 5.

COURT-Sec JUDGE, DISQUALIFICATION OF.

COVENA NT.

The defendant purchaSed a piere of ]and
forming Portion of a much larger tract of a
uîortgagor andi bOrgagees In possession, and
covenaîltet wîth the nîortgagees, tbeir hieirs
and assigns, flot to ereCt any buildinîg there-
on nearer a cer-tain oati on whiehi the land
fronteti than the line froutage of ôther ad-
.joîîîng houses on saidj road, sudi to observe a
straigbîi line Of frontage with snch bouses.
B. purchaseti another piece Of ]and next the
defeîîdant's lot, ant i mide siîîilar coVenantS.
SnbSequently the Iniortgagýees trsîîsferred to,
M. their seesîrities on the remaiuoer of said
tract, and conveyeti to him tha fees of the
tract, subject to the equity of redi-mption.
The defendant buit two houses on bis land,
the generai hune of which wvas nearer said road
than the line of saiti existing bouîses by from
five inces tto a foot. The defer.dant's h uses,
were, nioreover, built with biay-windows, pro-
jeuting about three feet farther towards the
road, sud carried froni the foîsudation to the
roof. It seenis that the defendaîjt bati notice
given B. anti M. not to bniid as aforesaid.
B. andi M. fiied a bill praying an iinjunction
restraining the defeudant from permitting
to continue on bis premises any building
nearer saîd road than the liîîe of frontage of
said existiug bouses ; but they consenteti not
to press so much of the bill as relateti to the
advance of the main lins of the building.
H eld, that the plaintiffs were entitieti to a
mandatory injunctiols against continuance of
!lie bay-wintiows. The bay-wiudow wasaa

'building :"the plaintiffs were not obliged,
to show daînage; they each hati au iîîterest
sîsificient to mnaintain the suit ; aud having
gven niotice to tise defendaht, they were en-

titieti to a mandatory inj nnction. -Lord
Mafnners v. Johnson, 1 eh. D. 673. .

See LEASE ; SPECIFIC PERFORtMANCE.
CRIMINAL PRDCEEDING5, -Sc JUDGE, DIS-

QUALIFICATION OF'.
CUSTOM.

A customu was alleged to exist among fur-
niture-dealers to farnish persous, nder a..hiriug agreement,"~ with furniture which
shall reinain 'in their possession while the
property reinains ini the dealer until certan


