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though the contributors te the salary mn>' have

intenled to support a bishop with coorcive juris-

diction over his clergy, and subject to coorcive

jurisdictiou of his metropolitan. - Coienso v.

Gladitone, 2 U. C. L. J. N.S. 882.

BILLS AND NOTECS-WÂJVER or DEcmANDi AND

PROTEST.-A waiver of presentment and demand

of payment of a negotinhie note would impi>'

and include n wniver of proteet and of notice of

Don.pnyment, but a wniver of notice only would

not be n waiver of demand. A Il aiver of pro-

test" wouid impi>' a waiver of preentmeiit,

demand, and notice. The waivor is s matter

between the holder of the note nnd the indoreer

to be chnrged, and the agreement muet bo made

between them. -- Jaccard v. Anderson, 37 Mo.

(U. S.)

Usi. Ry. -The more fact that a promissor>' note,

payable in the cit' )f New York, is made and

discouted in the country, and a portion or the

whole of the proceede pald te, tho borrower, iu

a draft upon the oit>', at the usual price or charge

for city drafts, does net render such note usurieus.

Perhaps the note might be held to bo usuri-

eus if' both the place of paymetit thereof, and

the purchase of the «draft, were made the con-

dition of the loan. Butt where nothing of that

kind is shown, and for aught that appears in the

findi ng of facts, the borrower desired a draft on

the city for bis own convenience, if the fnet was

etherwise it is for the defendalit aileging the

usury to prove it.-The Union Bank of Rochester

v. Gregory, 46 Jlnrb. (U. S.)

DEED-EFFEOT OF Mr DESTRUCTIO'..-When n

deed bas been delivered, se, as te diveet the

grantor of the title and veat it in the grantee,

the subsequent destruction of it b>' the parties

will flot change the title back te the grantor, and

reinveet him with it.-Fonda v. Sagze et al., 46
Bnrb. (ul. S.)

INsuRAwcE-CAUBE or Loss.-A polie>' of lu-

aurance upon n building is an insurance upon the

building as such, aud net upon the materials of

which it is compoeed. If <rom any defeet of

construction or overloading, the building faIl inte

ruins, and subsequontly the materiale take firo,

the insurer is net hiable for the loss -Nave et al.

v. Home Muttua2 Insurance Go., 87 Mo. (U. S.)

RAILROAD COISPANIIS-POWER TO ECXOLUDC iXi-

PROPERL PERSONS FR011 TRI CARs.-The condgo-

tor of a street raiiway car may exehudo or expel

therefrom n person who, by reason of intoxica-

tion or otherwibe, is in such. a condition as te

render it reasonably certain that by aet or speech

ho will become offensive or anneying to ether

passengers therein, although he has not cern-

mitted any act of offence or annoyance. - Vinton

v. Xiddleu Railroad Go., Il Allen. (il. S,)

TELEOGRAPK COMPANY - CONTSACTa Lximiîo

LiAE1LIT.-Telegraph companies, whether re-

garded as common carriers or bailees, may speci-

ally litait their liabilities, subjeot te the qualifi.

cationl that they will net b. protected front the

consequences of grose carelessness. A telegraph

coflpany may reasonably require that, for the

parpOse of avoiding errors, the message shall bo

repeated, or that the company shall net be liable

for Sny error in the transmission of the message.

- Wann v. Western Union Teie.qraph Co., 87 NMo.

(. S.)

TEcNDza.-Te mako a tender ef payment of

moneY valid, as a general rule, the money muet

be actually prodnced aud proffered unles the

creditor expressly or impliedly waiye ite pro-

duction. The creditor may not only waive the

production of the money, but the actual posses-

sion Of it in hand by the debtor. Nor je the

debter beund te, count out the money if ho has

it and offers it, whon the creditor refuses to

roee it. A tender puts a stop to, accruing

damages or interest for dola>' in paymeut, aud

gives the defendant ceste when sued for the debt,

-Berthold v. Reyburn at al., 87 Mo. (U. S.)

UJPPER CÂÇA.DÂ REPORTS.

QUJEEN'S BENCU.

(RepOTtd by C. RoBmNsoi, Esq., Q. 0., Reporter £0 the (ur£.)

IN TRI MATTER OF TRI AwAEîD BUlTwzziN JoHNg
CAMIERON AND THomAs Kits.

Rnce t*,eef-tVLd.

Tbis court has no authority to uot iside an award of feue
viewers made under Consol. Stat. U. 0. eh. 67.

[Q. B., T. T., 30 vie., 1806.]

Robert A. Harrison âpplied for a ruis, calling

upon John Cameron te show cause why the nward

of Job" Moenzies, John Ward, and Peter Fîsher,
fence-viewers in the township of Bathurst, ini

the matter of dispute between him snd Thomas
Kerr, should not be set nside with cos,
because-

1. The fenco.vieweire hnd no power to make

the award se as to bind Kerr, or his rigbts or
interests.

2. The sward dose not direct Cameron te con-

tribtite to the expenso of making the draine
alreadY upon the land of Kerr before giving to,

Cameron s right to use the anme.

. .. That the award permits Cameron to, pot a

pipe into Kerr's land, which wiii have the effeet,

of dostroying the under draining of Kerr'e land
and render it unfit for cultivation.


