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DIGEST OF T11E ENGLIqE LÂwv REPORTS.

1. A check is not au assignient of niouey
in the hands of a banker :it is a bill of ex-
change payable at. a banker's.-Hopkinson v.
Forster, L. R. 19 Eq. 74.

2. The prisoner wwa. iudicted for obtsining
goods undar falsa pretencas, that lie hsd £5
in s certain bauk, that hie hsd suthority to
draw s check on the bsnk for that sum, snd
that s check which hae haîl givan was a gpoil
aud valid ordar for the paymanit of said suinu
by meaus of which pretences ha obtaiued cer-
tain goods. Tlle prisoner had opaned an se-
count with a bank, sud had drawn out ail
bis deposit but 5s. Ha weut to the prosecui-
tors sud toolc sait goods, ssying that hie
wished to psy ready rnouney for thaîn, sud

g ave s check for £5 on ssid bank. The prisouer
kuew the check would not be paid, sud ha

didi not iutaud to meet it when hae gave it.
Held,thst tlîere w-as evideuce that the prisoner
falselypretended that the check was s good samd
vshid order for thme paymnut of £5. fI seems,
that tlîere wvas evidenca that the pnisoîler false-
ly prataudad that hae hsd anthority to draw said
check, but that there was no0 evidence that hae
pretended hae had £à in the bank. -Qucen v.
Hazelton, L. R. 2 C. C. 134.

COLLISION.

The steamship A., toNviug i the disabled
steamship) B., which balonged to thme owuers
of the A., raul into a sailing vessaI, and in-
jured han so that she foundanadi. Before the
ssiling-vessel suuk, the B. raîîged up sud
slightly injured her. The A. wvss to blame
for the collision. Held, that thîe B. ivas ixot
also to blame, as she was not, iii inteudmeut
of law, oua vessai with the A. -Union Steam-
ship Co. v. Owners of t/he Aracan, the
American, and the Syria, L. R. 6 P. C.
127 ; s. c. L. R. 4 Ad. & Ec. 226 ; Ani. Law
Rev. 473.

COMMON CARRiER.-See DAMAGEs, 1, 3.

CON-ISEQUENTIAL DAMAGES. -Se DAMAGE4.

CONSTRUCTIoN. - Se ADVANCEMENT ; IN.SIR-

ANcE, 1 ; LEOAcY ; REsIDUE ; SALE!; SET-

TLEMENT, 1.
CONTRACT.

Certainî trucks il' the possession of the
plsintitffs wera clsimed by the K. P. Com-
pauy sud the defendant. The defendaut de-
xuanded the trucks, sud the plaintiffs wrote
to the defeudaut askimg for an iudemuity il
they gave theni up. The defandant repliad
giving no snswar as to thîe iudanînity, sud
dernanding the trucks forthwitm. The plain.
tiffs then sent thein to the dafendaut. The
K. P. Companmy brought: trover agaiust the
plaintiffs, samd recovared. Hcld, that ther
wss avidence of anl inplied p)romlise by th
detendamît to inideninify the plaintitrs. - Dig
e/aie v. Loreriuîg, L. R. 11) C. P. 196.

Sec DAMAGE.S, 3 ; FmiÂVDS, ST.AýTUTE 0F, 3

FuitonCIT ; INSIJRANUEF, 1 ; LICENSE

NEIIENL 3 3; «NOTICE TO TREAT

PLEADING ; SALE ; VENIIOR ANI) PUR-

CHASER ; VESTFD INTEIiEST.

CONTPLIBuT'ioN. -Sec MARS11 A LIINO G ES

CONVERSION.

1. lu an administration suit wlierein par-
tition was askedl, a sale was ordered. After
the decree, but before the sale, one of
the parties entitled to a share of the real
estate died. Held, that the real estate hadl
been couverted into personal, aud passed to,
the personal represeutatives of said deceased
ben eficiary. -Arnold v. Dixon, 19 Eq. 113.

2. A., B., and C. were tenants iii common
of lsnd. C. became of unsound mind, but
was not found so by inquiisitioni. A. snd 13.
leased a portion of the land, and sold another
portion, witli covenants that C. shouild con-
vey lier share, and for quiet enjoymeut; and
with a 1îroviso that they would stand possess-
ed of oua.fourth. of the rent and purchase-
money in trust for C. B. became of unsound
uiind, and A. lessed and conveyed other
portions of said land on like ternis with the
above. C. (lied, arnd afterwards B. died. The
leases and sales were suhsequeutly confirmed
under the Lunscy Regulation Act. Held,
That the proceeds of the lea.se and sale effect-
ed after B. liecarne of uusound mimd were real
estate as between B. s real aud personsi.
representatives. and that the proceeds of the
sale aud leabe in which B. concurred were, s0
far as B. andl C. 's shares were concerned,
personalty. -In re Mfany Sînith, L. R. 10
Ch. 79.

COm'YRIGIIT.

The plaintifsî purchased the copyright in
"Beeton's Aîîuual," snd Beeton agrei.d to,

give his whole time to thme plaintiffs' book-
selling business, and not to engage in any
other enterprise without their cousent, sud
the plaintiffs were to have the use of Beeton's
name for present or future p)ublications, and
Beeton was not to use his name ini any publi-
cation without thie plaintiffs' cousent. Beeton
was restrainea1 fromi advertisiug, a notice that
he hsd no conuection with. the annual pub-
lished by the plaintiffs sud called "Beeton*s
Annual," and that hie had devise;d lis usual
annual for the coming season, to be issned
by s firn otiier thsli the plaintiffs. - Ward
v. Beeton, L. R. 19 Eq. 207.

Co~ROsATîoN.-Sec BANK.
COSTS.

The costs of a suit for administration of
the trusts of the testator's wîll, which. con-
cernait real suit persoual estate, inust be borne
first by the residuary persoual. astata suad
the spactfically bequeatlied persoualty sud
realty sud the resiîluary devised realty nust
contribute rateably to inafke uip the dleficiency.
-Jackson v. Pea.v'. L. R. 19 Eq. 66.

SeaUDAMAGES, 1.

CRIMINAL INTENT. -Se FABRtICATrINO VOTES.

DAmAGEs.

1. H. cînployad the plaintiffS, common
carriers, to carry his pictures. Tîme pl îintiffs
ernployed the defendants to carry tiieni part
of the way. The pictures were damuaged by
the dlefenlants' niegligence, aind H. sued the
plaixîtiffs and recovered damages with costa.
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