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though the contributors to the salary may have
intended to support a bishop with coercive juris-
diction over his clergy, and subject to coercive
jurisdiction of his metropolitan. — Colenso v.
Gladstone, 2 U. C. L. J. N.8. 882.

BiLLs ANp NoTES—WAIVER OF DEMAND AND
ProTEST.—A Waiver of presentment and demand
of payment of a negotiable note would imply
and inclnde & waiver of protest and of notice of
non-payment, but 8 waiver of notice only would
not be & waiver of demand. A ¢ waiver of pro-
test” would imply a waiver of presentment,
demand, and potice. The waiver is 8 matter
between the holder of the note and the indorser
to be charged, and the agreement must be made
between them, —-Jacecard v. Anderson, 87 Mo.

(U. 8)

UsirY.—The mere fact that & promissory note,
payable in the city »f New York, is made and
discouated in the country, and a portion or the
whole of the proceeds paid to the borrower, in
a draft upon the eity, at theusual price or charge
for city drafts, does not render such note usurious.

Perbaps the note might be held to be usuri-
ous if both the place of payment thereof, and
the purchase of the draft, were made the con-
dition of the loan. But where nothing of that
kind is shown, and for sught that appears in the
finding of facts, the borrower desired a draft on
the city for his own convenience, if the fact was
otherwise it is for the defendant alleging the
usury to prove it.—The Union Bank of Rochester
v. Gregory, 46 Barb. (U. 8.)

DeEp —EFFECT OF IT8 DesTRUCTION.—When a
deed has been delivered, so as to divest the
grantor of the title and vest it in the grantee,
the subsequent destruction of it by the parties
will not change the title back to the grantor, and
reinvest him with it.—Fonda v. Sage et al., 46
Barb. (U. 8.)

IxsuRANCE—CAUSE oF Loss.—A policy of in-
eurance upon & building is au insurance upon the
building ae such, aud not upon the materials of
which it is composed. If from any defect of
construction or overloading, the bailding fall into
ruins, and subsequently the materials take fire,
the insurer is not liable for the loss —Naveet al.
v. Ilome Mutual Insurance Co., 87 Mo. (U. 8.)

RarLroap CoMpaNIES—POWER TO EXCLUDE IM-
propER PEBsONS FRoM THE Cars.—The condug-
tor of a street railway car may exclude or expel
therefrom a person who, by reason of intoxica-
tion or otherwise, is in such a condition as to

render it reasonably certain that by act or speech
he will become offensive or annoying to other
passongers therein, although he has not com-
mitted any act of offence or annoyance.— Vinton
v. Middlesex Railroad Co., 11 Allen. (U. 8,)

Tereorapr CoMPANY — CONTRACTS LiMITING
LiasiLiTy.—Telegraph com‘panies, whether re-
garded as common carriers or bailees, may speci-
ally limit their liabilities, subject to the gualifi-
cation that they will not be proteoted from the
consequences of gross carelessness. A telegraph
compsny may reasonably require that, for the
porpose of avoiding errors, the message shall be
repeated, or that the company shall not be liable
for any error in the transmission of the message.
— Wann v. Western Union Telegraph Co., 37 Mo.
(U.8)

TgNDER,—To make & teuder of payment ef
money valid, as a general rule, the money must
be actually produced and proffered unless the
oreditor expressly or impliedly waive its 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 is the
debtor bound to count out the money if he has
it and offers it, when the creditor refuses to
receive it. A tender puts a stop to accruing
damages or interest for delay in payment, and
gives the defendant costs when sued for the debt.
__Berthold v. Reyburn at al., 87 Mo. (U. 8.)
——————————————
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QUEEN’S BENCH.

( Reported by C. ROBINSOR, ¥sq., Q.C., Reporter lo the Court.)

I THE MATTER OF THE AWARD BETWEEN Jorw
CaMeBoN AND THoMAs KmEg.
Fence viewers—Award.
This court has no authority to set aside an award of fence
viewers made under Consol. Stat: U. O, ch. 57.
[Q. B., T. T., 30 Vie,, 1866.)

Robert A. Harrison applied for & rale, calling
upon John Cameron to shew cause why the award
of John Menzies, John Ward, and Peter Fisher,
fence-viewers in the township of Batharst, in
the matter of dispute between him and Thomas
Kerr, should not be set aside with costs,
because—

1. The fence-viewers had no power to make
the award so as to bind Kerr, or his rights or
interests.

2. The award does not direct Cameron to con-
tribute to the expense of making the drains
already upon the land of Kerr before giving to
Cameron a right to use the same.

8. That the award permits Cameron to put a
pipe into Kerr's land, which will have the effect
of destroying the under draining of Kerr's land
and render it unfit for cultivation,



