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DIGEST OF ENGIseir LAw REPORTS.

sud the shipper declared lus electLon to psy
the remainiug two-thirds Lu cash less interest.
IIeld, that the delivery of the cargo aud pay-
ment of the balance of the freight were to ho
concurrent acts, sud that the master wias not
bound to deliver the cargo unless tise conrsignoe
paid, or was ready sud uilling at the same
time to psy, the balance of the freight.-Poya3nter
v. Jamers, Law Rop. 2 C. P. 348.

2. To obtain the honefit of tihe 17 &e 18 Vict.
c. 104, sec. 388, oxompting the owner of a sLip
haviug, by compulsion of las', a pilot on board,
from liability for damage Ly defauît of the
pilot, Lt is not enongb to show that the pilot
was Lu fanît, but also that there was no defauît
on the part of the master and crow, which
might bsave Lu any degree been conducive t
the damage; therefore, wlîere tise master and
crow neglected to keep a good look- ont, sud
such nogleet conduced to a collision, the:owners
were held hiable. The dnty of s pilot is to
attend to the navigation, aud of the mnaster and
crew to keep a gond looh ont-Tse -lona, Law

Rep. 1 P. C. 426.

Sec ADmiRpAs.Tv; BLLse OF LAnsse; FoasseN

COURT ; IiSUisAXcE; SiorrAciE IN TRANsITis.

SOr.sCsTOR.
An agreement hotweeu a solicitor sud a

client, that the solicitor shall ho paid a fixed
salary, clear of ail cice expensos, sud including
aIL emolumenta, ho payig to tise client any
surplus of roccipts ovor paymouts, sud thsat the
solicitor shahl transact no professional business
for any other client, is not opposed to the policy
of the law.- GallôscayvY. Corporation of Londoni,

Lawv Rep. 4 Eq. 90.

SrssCIAI, PLai OIZt MANCE.

A. made an agreemenoit as ta crossinga on a

rails ay rmnîsng tlsrough lus land, the agree-
ment was not carried into eth'ect. JIed, that lie
could nt, on the gronnd. of any generai, right,
cl.iim tu bave the crossinga madle at the disere-

tien of the court of chaucery.-Barl of Darn-
ley v. Londoni, Chsatham and -Dover Railuray, Law
Rep. 2 I. I. 43.

86e IITSnARu ANI) WIFE, 2; YxENDoI. AND PUR-

CiSsR nF REAsL ESTATE, 1,

STATUTE OF FRÀAuis.-Se FRAUDS, STA'T1TE OF.

STATUTE, RrAa OF.-See BANERUPTUT, 5.

STOPPAGE IN TRANarrU.

Gooda were shipped hy the vendor on a
genoral sLip, helonging, as tihe vendor kuew,
te the purchaser. Tbroe parts of the bill of
lading, by which the goods wore delivered at
G. to tise purchaser or assigna, were handed ta
the vendor, sud the fourth retained by the

master. Held, that the right to stop in tranïsitu
before delivery at G. was gone.-Sciotsnons Y.
Lanrc/ire and Yorkslaire Riiuay Co., Law Rlep.
2 Ch. 332.

,See EQmjîvv, 1.

SUCErSiSION DLTY.-&Se ADMiINISTRATIION, 3
SURFTY.

A surety who bas signed a bond, on the faith
of is bcbng signed by the principal debtor also,
is bound, thongh the principal has nev er signcd
Lt, if the principal lias executcd an instrument
ou whieli the creditor may sue him, and be-
corne a spccialty creditor of biis.-Cooper v.
Evans, Law Rep. 4 Eq. 45.

Sec Gnxn SNTY.

TIIREAT.

Forcing a builder by thrests to discharge a
workmn becanse he wvas not a memaber of a
trade's union, ia punishable under 6 o. IV.
c. 129, sec. à, which prohibits forcing a mnaster
hy threats " to limit the description of bis work-
men.-Sinner v. KilcÀ, Law Rcp. 2 .B.389.

TRUST.

1. kfoney wsas, without valuable considera-
tien, given to a trustee, to ho hold ou certain
trusts thon declared, snd it s'as agreed. that
tho transaction shouid ho ratified. and completed
by a deed; audsa deed was aftorwards executed
wholly Lucousistent with the trusts declared by
paroi. Tbo court ordered the deed cancelled,
and the monoy repsid to the sýett1er who had
execnted tho- deed Lu ignorance of its legs1

effect-Lister v. Ilodgaon, Law Rep. 4 Eq. 30.

2. E.. by voluntary doed, Lu 1858, assigned
certaLn property sud" "ail other ber personni
estate" tii R. absolutely, sud appoiuted R. lier
attorney, iu ber name, but for R,'s solo beniefit,
to sue for the sssigned promises, sud to do ahl
sets neeessary for deriving the full benefit of
the assigument. E. ownied certaLu promissory
notes, which. wero ot; meutioned Lu the deed.
Shortly after E. diod. On R.'s deatb, in 1864,
those notes were fouud Lu lis possession, but
neot iuidorsed to him; thora wns no evidence of
aîîy deiivery of them by E. to R. IJeld, thnt
the proporty Lu. the notes ýpassed by the deed
to R., ou the prLuciple that the deed operated
as a complote declaration. of trust by E. of al
ber personaity proporty Lu favor of R.--Ric/i
ardsonc v. .Richrardson, Law Rep. 3 Eq. 686.

3. By a marriage settiement, trustees were
to hold £2,000 (comiug from the wife's father)
on trust, after the wife's deatb, for ber chil-
dren, thoir shares ta ha vestod at twenty-one
or marriage ; with a pro-viso, thsat, tili the prin-
cipal should ho p.,yable to the children, the
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