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viiere the defendarît resided, nt H. in coiinty of V. &Se cases
cited ini Ianeman v. Smith, U. C. L. J. 118-9.i

TIl mlesn of C. D.'s biddin- more than £95 %vas neot entirely
e ýlained, except that tlle twe' ececttont% rnonted te £2102,1

an hriff did nlot féel justiiedî ini laine landi an onlN £9.
ais teora %ve sili oi 5Cr ecîtiît' ,ii .1. (2,. liand ivioît

renderinz exculion un îttrn of 0.o1 nî1. ork %viiîti
teson 144i jutl-_nnenî was lifniItdlîns~. ta £111 loî:it,
oiTler-not mnci s'.!ng t!mo vo.zts onl t he lo i';jihîtn .~îh

C. B., whlich lie cosili have avoitlei Ih m-11110.11 ,ltauîsit
tior intorcst on thýi£10otkrl iý il ii;ay LeiA ! pre,.tuliu-u
that il woîsla have b'eîa jaid aI the îiîi «if !cceil.j

MOPNTHLV REPERT ORY.

COMMON LAW

Q.B. ConIîLAY V. Irnr.AXD. Jan. Il.
Danker crossed daequc- floiafides"~ of tahcr of cromscd

cli que.
The crossing of na cheque liavable te 1,carer dlot-q ntac

restrain ils negtiability; the cffi-rt of il. Ný w ow Sapoil
te persan who cashos ii. UIl clîity of li finit liac tiho l<a1:
iona #de, and gave 'oî,siglcraîion; for it, 1,111 il doel tint caAî

on their line to a flation on anther cornpmny'c line, it dosn
flot rolievo them from liability in respect of failing ta carr a
passetiger the whvlole ditance accordiragly, te s-how that they
ran the train tn thr lirnit of îhcir nwn line, andi ihat: the doton-
lion wvas clirely owiîîg t the other cornpany having ceaaed
ta rîiî -a îr-li, iii Vonwc'ioli wuîli il: t ihey kloiitî at te
lime -Il .vl.ielh the fables %vt'rc votinucd ta bo pubhit.id by

*ahena blinI suds othler trai iad ceased ruaning.

EX. Di;oADnr.xT v. ItisnoarrOM A.nO A-nTJlsa. 'Zn. 12.
I'aseiicnt-rIoiting ue-lcr-Otrciowfroi apoîtd-Naturol

diaunclà

Water. Ille o casionil ovorflnwv of a mnrqh, pond, or voi,
%iieli, pr:digover îlr! sirl:ic, wiliout flowing ini afly

c'haîanc), or by jans of siiitierrticous courses, flot Iraceabi,
is net1 the subject of ail c:sisoneil.

Q. B. Don. v. Stt~rAîu>tt. as. M8
Fad3'!, at, 7 4- 8 Vic., ch. 15. s. 2 -PFcng mac&in"~,t

illcaing. of.
In in action forait injuirysuslained by the plaintiffin cort-

socqueie ot the nosfucigfeîni hfa pieaaleging
îIi:ot il:e ýhnft, frein ils positions couid cause no danger, Ma

U
1
IVU Y~M f1 , 'i"l-. iehrclure <Iid not requise teobe feiîccd.bilder. IIdld, no ansvwer ta the dcclaratioai, and therefore b- .

Q.U. jmEalcts V. soeui Wrs-rn.tî .%r.WAY. Jan. Il.
?rover--Selling up 4"jus itii" by the dfn a, a wrong- Q. 1. Sri.%%tv. BAxTîEL Jans. 19.

doer, ag<sinst the prip ia p'ossession al fho lime of the Atforneyj-persoizai iindraldng-Lîabilîîy.fAfter Nisn joincd iii-annaction, ait t!zreement was * ged
Moere gaocls arc ini the orîcr andi disposition of a hankrsîpîIytis !iUl loîis 1,edai' nurisaah

ai te lime of the net of takrpy.but tif:vr that aime fC <'Ore i 4'iaiwhichi, -aller prot idiîig tisat the record in the
int the ovwncr's pissessin. tise porsn ini pos.see'sio si:tv , .1vion -itoiish bt, %riliran, antil that certain things should

maintain trover agnisiet lnn-1-er, Colivertitig flic gnnîks t li.i 'b dejoli bv~ Ille .îefendaînt wti a -j~pociuiett lie tipuated
own use, relying upon a vaii sa!o of th:e g-Ods Io bsina, belore il-ai, if ImJ.e iu)-s ro nal so flotte by him, his plea ebauld

dit aet of bankrupîcy, nîld such persanl C<mînoa In. way of bo %villitrarn Lsy-1 s atbornies, so as ta allo% jîsdgmeaî te b.
defence, set up lte tille of tne assignces undcr nho ' laedues signcd by the plIaiîtiîTs.nuo cam

lUsd, iant the cfenda-nt's attornies, who hall sigtsed th.a
agrcecnt wiîlioat professing tu rign on his beimaif, wers

C.P. IVIIEELr.a V. SCHuîTtzi. Naît. 5. perszon.ally liable ini respect of lte plea not lsaving hema
Coiurac-Tale quale- Stick as if i.." wvitldrawn.

Tbo deferdant agraed ta soli ta thop plaintîiT "dCaicuila
Làned," "laile quinte,"I the two lasi %,ords sil-iiifying "sncb
ms :t We~ Thte linseesi uas foul tu be rnîccd %vith aîhtr
moe-but il appcared that "4Calcutta linseod" - was a)ways
maiz.d wiîh cîher seed lta "anie cxtent. Osa the trial, in ani

action for bre-ach cf warrant y fur al dolivcriîî "qIlCalcutta
niaeedIl thte Judge asked the Jury if ilhere %viv such an

adulteratin and admixturo as la ailer the subsýtan:ive clint-
tacter of te article more in truth titan rnight reasouably have
boun expected.

Kddl ne misdirection.

DaRoxeP. ima GauTs NoarnEu RAILwAy CompANy.
Q.B. Jan. 19.

ai epeentation-Adion.
A railway companty are bound except where prevcntea by

ame ma wAajor, such as a convulsion of nature, by the reprte-
aeaatione cositaissad in their time-tableit, and %vitcre thIev

Pule.S tua &aii wil! Tan ai a particular lime ftra aatatio

IWALL v. LoxDei: AND> SOUns-WzsESTER LILWAY Cere"Vu.
EX. Jans. 2&.
Pradice-Cata-Aborive Ial-Jury dischargeel u<*ho

coSis.
The costs of a writ cf trial where lte jury are discharged

by ltse jsidgoe, wilhont returning a veidict, being unabi. to
agrce upon il> do not follow tue event

EX. K:,NcsvORn AN4D ANOTRER V. Marnas. Jas. M8
Goods-Sae of goeds-Frau--Righe Io rescùad mWurot-

Propcrtj-TroPer.
Mien a -vendee oblains possession of a chatte) witit m

intention by the vendor te transfer bath te propert y ansd the
possession, aithough te vende bas ruadle a fahile and fraude-
ýcn11 repre.sertation in order ta cifcct a cozstract or obtain "it
property, te properly in lte goods vests in lte vendes aui
thte vendor lias donc soute act te dîsaffirr the transaclia.a;
and lte legal conasquence is, tat if belote lte disaffihamuc


