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bank's interest. The Court appealed from had held th-at the

plaintiff was by reason of the facts aforesaid estopped fçoa
relying on the forgery, and that he was guilty Of a legal
wrong to the bank. The Privy Council (Lords Wa't.sOfl, ilo

house, Davey and Sir R. Crouch) reversed this decisiofi anid

held the plaintiff entitled to succeed. It was also held that

under the provisions of a rule of Court simnilar ifl its terist

Ont. Rule 755, it-is not competent for the Court to giv'e judg-

ment in disregard of the findings of a jury, whiçh are o

objected to, merely because it sets aside other findiflgs xhi'l

have been objected to.

The Law Reports for July comnprise: (1896) :2 Q~
1-1 12 ; (1896) P. pp. 15 3-209 ; and (1896) 2 Chy. pp. 1-:278:

COUNTY COURT-IURISDICTION-BAILIFF, NEGLIGENCE oF-NEGLECT TO -Ftts

ACTION AGAINST BAILIFF FOR NHGLECT-SUMMARY REMEDY-COUJN CO

ACT, î888-(51 & 52 VICT., C. 43), SEC. 4 9 -(R.S.O.. C. 51, SEC. 279.) oe

Wlatson v. White, (1896) 2 Q.B. 9, was an action to recoe

damages against a bailiff of a County Court for nlegleet to

ly an execution. It appears that by -sec. 49 of te ai
County Courts Act, a power is given to the judge to exercie
summary jurisdiction over the bailiff for neglect tO li
execution simnilar to that which 15 conferred on judges 0f h

Division Courts under R.S.O., c. 51, sec. 279, a"d tueq
defendant claimed that the plaintiff was shut uP to ro
remedy and could flot bring an action , andnh cî ii aP.
hibition: but the Court (Lord Russell, C.J., and Wi$

were of opinion that the plaintiff was not deprie *bitioll'

remedy by action, and refused the application for prohi o

DETINUE-PRPXRTY FOUND ON LAND OF ANOTHER-RING FoVNI)4Po 0

WATER-OWNICRSHIP 0F CHATTIELS FOUNIJ ON PRIVATE PROPERTry 44,
South Staordszire Water Go. v. Sharmnan, (1896) 2 Q1.1

raises an interesting question concerning the right tO chatte

found on private property. The defendalit had been eii'Plo

bY the plaintiffs to dlean out a 'pool of water on their la:ndse

and in the course of his employment found a couple 'ofg'

rings, and the action was brought to comlpel hil od

them Up to the plaintiffs. The defendant clailedte"i


