
222-OL. I., .S.] CA NA DA LA Wr JO URNA L. [îgsi7

DIGEST 0F ENGLIsH LAW REPORTS.

In consequence of A. 's importunity the
plaintiff, witliont professional advice, signed
a joint and seveî'al proînissory note for said
debt and a further advaîîce to A. Shortly
after the plaintiff had attained her nsajority,
she joîned under pressure from A., as surety
in a bond to the defendant for the amounit of
said note with interest, payable in six years,
being as before ivithout professional advice.
In the same rnanner the plaintiff executedl
another bond for the principal and interest
due on the first bond. Held, that as it ap-
peared that the plaintiff was not aware of the
invalidity of the first bond when she gave the
second, tise sedond b)ond was not a confirma-
tion of t.he first ; and that both bonds mnust
be set aside.

The plaintiff did îsot file lier bill to have
the bonds set aside until an action ivas
brongbit upon theîn in 1872. lleld, that tise
plaintiff was not guilty of ladies. -Kempson
v. Ashbee, L. R. 10 Ch. 15.

CARRIER.

1. The defendant owne(l barges which he
let ont under the care of his ou'îs servants for
carrying cargoes to or froni places in tbe
Mersey ;a barge carried goods for olie person
only at a timie, and an express agrreenient
was always made as to eacli voyage or em-
pioyinent of a barge. Hcld (by BLACKBURN,
MELLOR, ARcHIBALD, and GRovE, JJ.), that
the defenidant wvas a common carrier, and as
sncb liable for loss not caused by bis neg(li.
gence. (By BRETT, J.) tbat by a recognized
custom of England the dlefendant undertook
to carry goods at bis own absolute risk, the
act of God and of the Queen's enemnies alone
excepted ; but that lie was not a corumon
carrier.-Liver Aikali Co. v. Johnson, L. R.
9 Ex. 338 ; s. c. L. R. 7 Ex. 267.

2. The plaiîstiffà were uder bond to the
Governnsent to pay duties on ail wbiskey
transmitted by theni frona one duty-free
warehouse to anotiser, tnnless the wvliskey ar-
rived witlsout alteratioli at tise second duty-
free warehouse according to tise ternis of P
permsit. The plaintiffs sold sonie wbiskey to
S. & Co., and sbipped it, duties îînpaid, froni
a duty-free warebouse, addressed to " Custoîns
Warehonse, Linserick, for S. & Co., " by the
defendant railîvay. S. & Co. applied for the
whiskey at the railîvay station at Limierick,
and the defendants deiivered it, and S. & Co.
thereby escaped paying duty. The plaintiffs
were obliged to pay duty on the whiskey
under tbeir bond, sud brougbt an actîon
against tIse railway to recover said duty by
way of damage for wvroîgfiil delivery of tliE
wbiskey. Held, that the defendants were not
liable.-Cork Distiller".6 Co. v. Great South-
eris & Western Bail-way Co., L. R. 7 H1. L.
269.

See RAILWAY.

CI[ÂRGE.-Set ANNUJIY, 1.
* CHECK.

À request by three directors' of a railwa3
company that a-bank will honour checki
signed by two directors and countersigned bj

the secretary of the coiînpany does not Inake
the directors pet soniiy liabie.-See BefaWt V
Lord I9bury, L. R. 7 H. L. à02 ; S. c.L.'
Ch. 777.

CODiciýi. -Sec LEGACY, 2.

COL LI SION.

The steamship A. towing, the disabied
steamsliip B., which belonged to the owne'rs
of the A., ran into a saiiing vessel, and in-
jured lier so thatishe foundered. Before tiie
sailing, vessel sunk, the B. came up and slight*
Iv injured hier. IIeld, that the B. was t
blame for the collision as weii as the A., sr
the two vessels must be considered as one--
The Arnericais anad the Syria, L. R. 4 Ad.-
Ec. 226.

COMMON CARRIER .- See CARRIER.

CONDITION.

A condition subsequent in restraint O
marriage, annexed to a gift of the incoif 5e
the proceeds of reai and personal estate, i
void.-Bellairs v. Bellairs, L. B. 18 Eq. 610.

See BOND, 1; RAILWÂY.

CON.FIR.mA,oN.-Sce BOND, 2.

CONFLICT 0F LAws.-Sce BANKRUPTCY, 3.

COINSIDERTION.-See BOND.

CONSTRUcTION,-.-See ADEMPTION, 2 ; A-,NtflT«e
BILLS AND NOTES ;COPYRIGHT ; D)Ee"'

DEVISE ; ELEcTIoN ; LEASE; LEGACI'

MORTGAGE, 2 ; SETFTIEMENT, 1 TU

CONTRACT.

The defendants contracted to deliver to tIi
plaintifs two hundred tons of iron at 59-Pe
ton, cash ; tweîîty-five tons to be de1ivew
monthiy, the first delivery to be on April de
On Match 12 the plaintiffs infornîed thede
f.eiidants that they were insoivent, and the'
filed a petition for liquidation MardI 1
The plaintiffs in their written statenireIt of

their affairs made no referenice to the bv
contract, but the contract was n)eîîtioied a
the meeting of creditors. No furtlier i.efelec
was made to the contract until May 1 49we
the plainitiffs demanded the iron and O
to psy cash f'or it. The defendants e
that the contract was at an en d. It o

practice of the defendants to deliver 0 U
under contracts siniilar to the above 1wer

to draw inferences of fact. Held, that b

contract was rescinded.-Morga& v. B~'il

L. R. 10 C. P. 15.

See BANKRUPTCY, 3 ; CARRIER; jOFI

IRIGHT ; EQuIrY ; INSURANCE, 1;
DICTION ; NOTICE ;PRINCIPAL
AGENT; RAILWAY VENDOR >4
CRASER.

CONVERSION.-Sée PRSINCIPAL AND G'T

TCONVEiYÂNCE.-Set DERD.

r COPYRIGHT.
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