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DIGEST 0F THE EN-

enougli ore in stock to Joad the vessel char.
tered. On being so paiti for, the oie wîîs to be
the property of the ulcfeuîlaîîts. PaVments
were mnade exeeeiiing Ini ainouit the lîriee of
ail file <i-e shipp1 eil and to be shippel in althe vessels ehartered aud not loaled. M.
l4oailed the T., one of the clîartcred vessels,
wlth lire ; but lie took bills of lading iîiakiîig
tlic shipiieît to bc lIv one S., and fic tecargo
delivertîble to S. 'e ortler. Tfhe bills of laîhiuîg
were propcu-ly signeti iy the caîitaiii of the
vesSel, as. by tlic charter:, he wvas to siii the
bis asplresentvd. S. was a fletitious îîcrsoîî,
anti M. uilorscîl S. 's naine aîî t len lus own
ou the bill of laîiing, anti thenl pletigel it to
the plaintifsi. He/ld, that tlie piaintiff.< were
entitleti to the cargo.

'In a seconîd case the above defeutiauts
brouglît an action upon a chagrtei,-parrx'N against
the shîpowner for uot tielivering a 'cargo .f
saiti ore whicli was on board a vesspl clnîrtcred
foîr carrying tlîe ore as statedi l the fir.st case.
Thîis clîaîter-party diti not autliorize the cap.
tain to sigii bilisof iading as hiresented, but
uuder it the cargo was to be delivered to tise
pl1aintiffs in this action. The above-mentîoned

M. haudeil bulis of lîîding in ftie form nmen-
tionet in the first case, anti the captaiîl sigueti
them. M. then intiorseti theiu to G., to
whom the captain delivereti the cargo. He/l
by (Brainwell andî Cleasby, B. B., Kelly, C. B.,
dissenting), that thse shipowner was not liable
for flot delivering the cargo to the plaintiffs.

-ucborroîî v. Krecft ; Rrccfi v. Z'hoîîîpsoîî,
L. R. 10 Ex. 274.

See CHARTER-PARTY, 1.

BILLS AtND NOTE.S.-Si'e APPROPRIATION 0F
PAYMENTS ; LIEN.

CHARTER-PARTY.

1. The owuers of a ship cluartereti lier to tIse
plaiutitls, sud that churter. înrty containcti
a stipulation that the master shoulti aigi buis
of lading foi weighit of cîual put oui board, as
pr-esented to hiim by charterers, sithout îue-
judice to, the charter.party. By niaethe
master signed buis of lading for 30 tons of
coal more thîsu were actîîally takea on boarud.
The owncrs paid the value of the 31) tons to
the cousignees. Ne/ld, tlint the owncrs were
flot estîîp 1îd lîy the chuaiter.p îrty froîu show-
ing that the total amoluntoif the coýieîciileil
lu the bis of iiîding was flot actual ly ptut

on boardl, sud that they were, tlierefore, îîot
bound to pay the value of saiih 30 tons to the
consiguces, anti were, therefore, flot euîtitled.
to recover it from the eharterers.-Browsî v.
.Poicel C'oa/G'Co., L. R. 10 C. P. 562.

2. The deferîtauts cluartereti the plaiiitiff's
vesse], - freight to be paid. in cash, ioathing
anti dischsrgiîig tIse slip as fa8t as she eau
work, but u mhinin of seven days to be
allowed.mrhaîs anîî ten days aboya said
lyiuig-da.ys, at £25 per ilay." He/ld, that
"ying-tlays" meant woi-king.iIay^nnii1 tlid

flot include a Siiîudsy. The vessel got into
dock at 8 A. ii., on Wednesiiay, anti îischargeti
ail day anti hegan again on Thursday, at 4
A. m., anti finisheti at 8 A.IN. Ail the lay-
days were cousumeti at tise port of loaduîsg.

GList LAw REPORTS.

Held, that the fr
whole day, anti
to o tiys' îiemurr
Co. v. Boit/tout,

Sec BILL 0F L

CHiEC K.

'action of a day connteil as a
iliat the chuarterers muest pay

L. R. 10 Q. B. 346.

~ADING.

. m

A. being indebteti to tlic plaintiff, gave him,
a t heck îeî3 able to his order. The plaintiff
itîdorseti the check, anid crossed it with the
ilil ne of' the L. iik iing( Comptany ;after-
whiiit %%,a's stîdu.n and îiassedtl mb the bands
of B., a bo,în fide boîtier for vaiue. B. dle-
positcl the check lu lîis own bank, which,
presented it to the defendant's bank, where it
was paid. By statute, the li-der of an un-
crosseti check may cross it withi the naine
of a banker ;ant in suîh case thic banker
upon wboîn tlic check is drawu shall iot psy
it to any otlier tbau the bauker w hose name
is so crosseti. 11e/l, that plaintiff was îlot
entitieti to recover. The statute diti uot -ive
the plaintiff any righit of action against the
defendait.-Sinith v. Uion Bank, L. R. 10,
Q. B. 291.

COMxsAxx-.

1. Shares of a cornpauy were, in pursuance
of an ?ilt;a rires res4oinîjoui of the boardi of
directors, trsnsferred to A., a director lu trust
for the coinpany. B., a director, camne to
the meeting sfter the proceedings were beguni,
anti lie teieil ail kuîowiedge thereof. C. wii5
not luiesent at the meeting, huit was present
at a subsequent meeting at which the minutes
of the lîrevious proceedings were formnally ap-
proveti. -He/l, that A. was entitled. to couti-
bution frone the directors, wlio concurred lin
the iesolution, for cails that hie had. paiti,
and that B. must contribute, but flot C.-
Asliîtr8l v. Vctsfflb L. R. 20 Eq. 225.

2. The directors of a rompauy were anthor-
izeti to borrowv iuoney ; to issue debeutures
for flie purl)ose of secîîriug the repsymeut of,
or rsisiîîg of, nionry borrowed ; and to exer-
cise and (Io ail such povers, sets, deeds, aud
tlîiîgs ivhich the compauy nîight exercise aud
do. ld, that tlic directors hîsti power to
isue debeîitnîes at s tiiscoint-In re Aiîglo-
Danîîbjaît Stram Xavigation &' Col//ery Co.,
L. R. 20 Eq. 339.

CONDITIONc.
Devise to J. on condlition that hie neyer

sella the landt ont of tlie fainily. Hc/d, that
the condition ws valid.-iuî re Macleay, L.
R. 20 Eq. 186.

CO.NýSTRUCION.-See ADEscTION ; ANNUITY;
APPRtOPRIATION 0F PAYMENTS ; CHIAR-
TEII-PARTY, 1 ; CONTIîACT DEvisE ;
GRANT ; LEAsE ; LEGAO,(Y ;LIMITA-
TIONS, STATIITE 0F ; PARTNEPSHIP;
VENDOR AND Pt'RCIIASER, 1.

CONTRA CT.
The defendaut solti the plaintiff 5,400 ton&

of iron, tielivery to begitn hy Janiary 15, and
to be comp~leted Mîîy 15, 1873. lu the event


