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Notes oF Casgs.

any crop in the
or if not, to be P

Before ANy crop wag putin, D. sold to de-
fendant, wh, refused to pay plaintiff for the
crop subsequently Put in by plaintiff and
converteq by defendant, Held, that plain-
iff wag entitled to recover in trover from
defendant for the valye of the wheat.
Fleming, tor Plaintiff,
Wt, contra,

ground, of harvesting it,
aid for the summer fallow.

—

MavpEN v. Cox,
Bill of exchange addressed to President for

Company— Personal liability,

A bill of exchange addressed t, defend-

ant thus, ¢¢ The President Midland Rajl.
way,” was accepted in these words ; « For
the Midland Railway of Canada, accepted
H. Reaq, Secretary Geo. A, Cox, Presi-
dent.” Held, Cameron J, dissenting, that
defendant wag Personally liabe,
C. Robinson, Q.C., for plaintiff,
J. K. Kerr, Q.C., contra,
—_—
ComMmon PLEA4S.
IN BANCoO.

—MicEagLy A4 TerM,
December 26, 1879,

CoN¥ v. MERcHANTS' Banxk,
Bank bills—Payment—-Subaequent
bank—Tender back within

—Notice of ¢ ishonour.

The plaintiff, g pe
defendants’ bank at
noon of the 28t}
included 81

Jailuye of
Teasonable i,

gular customer of the
Stratford, on the fore.
May, made a deposit, which

1000 of Mechanics’ Bank bills,
and was crediteq therewith in the bank
books, the deposit being made in good
faith anq with

out anyknowledge of the state
of the Mechanics’ B

ank. At one p.m. of the
the defendan

to be cautious about Me-
chanics’ Bank billg About an hour later
he received a furthe
Mechanics’ Bank }
and to send in ob]
ther communicat;

ad stopped payment,
igations promptly. Fur-
Ons passed between the

head office and the agent, and o;: *th:;;:;:t
ing of the 30th the agent told plain i thas
hif instructions were to cha}xl'ge.c:’, Pank
with the amount of the.se Mec a;u o0 Dank
bills, which was accordingly (‘103 ﬁ: o e
plaintiff objected. The plain 1d ,on 20th,
28th, had drawn out $100, an o
8700, so that if he were depn: oL be
$1,000 to his credit, his accoun ould be
ov;rdmwn. On the 29th the‘ n T
been sent down to the head oﬂlcle i Wor
treal. The notes were never tender e
to pl;mintiﬁ'. In an action to recov;ants o
the amount as money paid to defen
plal];:a;;ﬁ.’:h‘;ief.or the waut of a tender of 3:
notes (’)n the 29th, the d.efendax:}tlse ::fom
them their ¢wn, and plaintiff was
emzft:l?id :‘1’81:0:}:':: .even if defendants lhfa:)(i
the rigl’n to send the note: todll\l/faor::’:; o
sentment for payment, o
gf:honour given on the 30th or iflls:i :gn%}l:e
have been sufficient, without ten: etice o
notes back, but that no such no
given.

v he plaintiff.
Idington, Q.C., for t o,
R. Sm*ith, (of Stratford) for defendants

Eivrorr v. DoucLas.

. y title.
Deed— Falsa demonstratio—Possessory

In ejectment, one of the deed? rIII‘\h i{;lall:ll_
tif’s possession was as follows.b 601,
denture made 11th day of Octo er,r i
at Quebec, in the Province of ILov:;eGreig,
ada, by and between Wll.ha.m Z;Mneml 5
Deputy Assistant Cominissary eEsqu;re ’
the one part, and William l:lowel,f o o
accepting hereof for and on beha ot the
ander Thom, half-pay staff surgeo”:id g
other part, Witnesseth that th.ed o on of
liam Isaac Greig for and in conside ation o
£50 of lawful money, &c-, to hl‘;l } o,
paid by the said Alexander.'l‘ Z]m;:ander'
doth grant, &e., unto thei said ever ot
Thom, his heirs and assigns f01(‘1 eto }’mld
and singular, &e. To have an o hold
the same with the appurtenane'es,h m,' ot
the said Alexander Thom, his eben'eﬁt,
assigns, to the sole and proper u:l?r Thom,
and behoof of the said Alexan



