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railway co!flpafly, being liable on debentures Issued by it under its
statutory powers, was permitted by fts bankers to ove' dra&w its.,
accourit to a large arnounit for the purpose of payîng interest on
the dehentures. The bank had no knowledge, %Vhpn ahlowving the
overdiaft, that, as the fact wvas, proceedings were pending at the
suit of creflItors of the company. In these proceedings jucient
was rccovereci for a large sum, andi a recei'er was appointed. The
present proceedings were instîtutcd by the batik clairning to bc
subrogated to the rights of the debenture holders i i-eîýect of the
interest u)n the debentures paid out of the overdraft. Rottier, J.,
charaictet ized it as "anL cçtraorditiary application," and ihelti that
under the circutritances the batik was ilot entit!d tu bc subroatet'
tu the riights of the debenture holders in respect of the intr'est su
paid out (if the overdraft. 1 lis decision has since been affiried by'
the Court of Appeal.

lENT~~~ii t-~IREn~O hF OF~RVRIN~I~SNL rETTV~

I n IIastiligs v. Nor-th &uxfern R>'. Î'1898' 2 Ch. 674, the Plain-
tiff clainied as omner of the reversion to recover certaiti rents pay-
able utider a lease for i Co ) cars of a right of %vay grantel by thr
plaintiff's predecessor in title t() the defendant company. The
retit xvas to bc calcuilateti on the quattu of coal zarried, not only
over the land devised, but over any part of the t;efetidants' railway,.
The defendants coritended that the righit tu recoiver thi- rer1
passeti tu the lessor's personal representative, but Bivrne, J,, helti
that the ,.xliintiff Ps owner c'f the revc'rsion iii the demised hirernises
was entitLied to recover, notwillhstanding that Sotie of the rut
reserv-e( was payable in rcspect of coal not carried over ;.ry- part
of the demiseti preinises.

CONDITIONAL OFMET %x-i~MàN , i)~ N 'IISTI~EO4
on. ti [OL IVIN&U NIEUOI AIIII SWtk& N .tI OMt.

llttt/i.y v. /ine!ey ' iS8) 2 Ch. 08o, is à soînewhat curious case.
'lie action was brought tu recoveir damnages ini respect of the sale

of certain debts aflIegeti to be sold tu the plaintiff, which the
defendant hiat subsequently collecteti. The agreemnent of sile
included 1'ail book ait, other debtq due to, the vendor . . . andi
the full benefit of ait securities for such debt-ý," The fact was.z at
the tinte ui this agreement the defendant had in his possee~sion
cheques and W:is of exchange which had been recelved by him


