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any crop in the ground of harvesting it,
Bore f nto be paid for the summer fallow.] 3fr ny crop Was put in, D. sold to de-fendant, who refused to PaYr plaintiff for the
crop subeequentjy Put in by plaintiff andConverted by defendant. Held, that plain-tifF wus entitled to recover in trover fromdefendant for the value of the wheat.

Pleming for plaintiff.
Tilt, contra.

MAD)DEN v. Cox.
BiW of exchange addrewd to Piresideltt for

C07mpaty.persoita liability.
A bill Of exchange addressed to defenid-ant thus, " The President Midland ilail-way,"j was accepted iii these words :" Forthe Midiand Railway of Canada, acceptedH. Read, Secretary Geo. A. Cox, Prosi-
dent. Hel, Camneron J. dissenting, thatdefendant wau personaîly lhable.

0. Robtnso, Q.C., for plaintiff.
J. K. Kerr, Q. C., contra.

COMMON JLE4S
IN BACO 4 TxERM.

December 26, 1879.

CONN v. MEndiANTS' BNK
Ba~cnk bil-amn-iigqnfiU. of

bauk-~Tetbe7 back ivit&in remasonie tinte
NVotiee of dishoiwour.

The plaintiff, a regular customer of thedefendantsa bank at Stratford, on the fore.flôon of the 28th May, nmade a deposit, whichiiIluded *1,000 of blechanice' Bank bill,and 'Wae credited therewith in tAie bankbooks, the deposit being mnade ingocfaith and lithout any knowledge of the stateof the Mechanical Bank. At one p. m. of thesanie day, the defendants' agent received
instructioîîs by telegram, fromn the headoffice in Montreai to be cautîous about Me-chanica' Bank bille. About an hour laterhe received a further telegrami that theMechanics' Bank had stopped payinent,
and to &end in oÈligations promptîy. pur-
ther communications paasedi between the
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head office and the agent, and on the even-
ing of the 3Oth the agent told plaintiff that
lis instructions were to charge plaintiff
with the amount of these Mechanies' Blank
bills, which was accordingly done, to which
plaintiff objected. The plaintiff, on the
28th, had drawn out $100, and on 29th,
$700, so that if lie were deprived of the
$1,000 to his credit, his accouint would be
overdrawn. On the 29th the notes had
been sent down to the head office at Mon-
treal. The notes were neyer tendered back
to plaintiff. In an action to recover back
the amount as money paid to def endants to
plaintiff's use.

TJeld, that for the waut of a tender of the
notes on the 29th, the defendants made
thoni thieir cwn, and plaintiff was therefore
entitled to recover.

Held, also, that even if defendalits had
the right to send the notes to Montreal for
presentment for payment, due notice of
dishonour given on the 3Oth or 3lst might
have been suflîcient, without tenderiflg the
notes back, but that no sucli notice was
given.

Idington, Q. C., for the plaintiff.
R. Smith (of Stratford> for defendants.

ELLIOTT V. DOUGLAS.

Deed-FaIsa deiin onistratio-PosseSorI titie.
In ejectment, one of the deeds in plain-

tiff's possession wus as f ollows ; This In-
denture made 11th day of October, 1821,
at Quebec, ini the Province of Lower Can-
ada, by and between William Isaac Greig,
Deputy Assistant Comînissary General, of
the one part, and William Howe, Esquire,
accePting hereof for and on behaîf of Alex-
ander Thom, half.pay staff surgeon, of the
other 'Part, Witnesseth that the said Wil-
liamn Isaac Greig for and in consideration cf
£50 of lawful money, &c., to, hini in han&
paid by the said Alexander Thomi, &c.,
doth grant, &c., uîîto the said Alexander-
Thomn, his heirs and assigna for ever, aliL
and singular, &o. To havo and te, hold
the saine with the appurtenances, &o., u3fto»
the said Alexander Thom, hia heirs and
assigna, te the sole and proper une, benefit,
and behoof of the said Alexander Thom#


