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Dicesr oF Excrisa Law Reports.

obligation to communicate what he knew.—
Dicconson v. Tulbot, L. R. 6 Ch. 82.
Coxrrrer oF Laws.

1. By the Dutch Indian law, all the property
‘of busband and wife are brought into com-
wunity at marriage; this community may be
excluded by coutract executed before mar-
riage ; but no such contracts affect third par-
ties till registered. M. and his wife were
married at Batavia and made a contract before
marriage by which 75,000 guilders were settled
upon the wife for her separate use; this
contract was not registered. They came to
England where M. became bankrupt and the
wife claimed to prove against his estate for
75,000 guilders. Held, that the law with
respect to registration did not affect the con-
tract, but only the remedy ; and that the
wife could prove, being entitled to do so by
the lex fori——Ez parte Melbourn, L. R 6 Ch. 64.

2. The Governor, Legislative Council, and
Assembly of Jamaica, passed an Act indemni-
fying the defendant and other officers for all
acts done in suppression of a rebellion there.
The defendant was the governor, and was a
necessary party to the passing of the Act.
Aun action was brought in England for tres-
passes within the Act. Held, that it was com-
petent for the Legislature to ratify the Acts
which had been done. and that the effect was
to take away the plaintiff’s right of action in
England ; also, that it was no objection to its
validity that the defendant was a party to the
Act as governor.—Phillips v. Byre, L. B. 6 Q.
B.(BEx.Ch)1; s.e L R4Q B 225; 4 Am-
Law Rev 97.

See Drvoreer.

ConspiracY. —See Crimivarn Law, 2
CoxsrrvorioN. —See Cuarce, 2; Cuarter Par-
ry, 1; Coxrtract, 1, 2; EXONERATION ;
Forrarture ; Frauvs, SraTuTe oF ; Gua-
RANTY ; INsURANCE, 2,4, 5; Limirarions,
STATUTE OF ; PARTNERSHIP ; SETTLEMENT,
2, 8; Srarure; Usrea Vires; WiLL.
CoNTINGENT REMAINDER —See WiLt, 7.
ConTrACT.

1. L. leased certain lands with the mines
thereunder ; the Tease coutained this clause:
¢ Yielding avd paying unto the said L., his
beirs, &e., for every quantity of 2520 lbs. of
coal, &o., the produce of any lands or mines
not intended to be included in the present
demise, but which shall be raised within the
distance of twenty miles, and shall be brought,
over, or under the said jands, &c, the royalty
or sam of one half-penny.” The lessee under-
let the premises to a railway company, which

erected sidings upon them, and used them for
the purpose of shunting trains till they could
be sent forward on the main Jine ; some of the
trains contained coal, &c., from other lands
within twenty miles. Held, that the coals
were brought ¢over” the land within the
meaning of the proviso.— Great Western Rail-
way Co. v. Rous, L. R. 4 H L. 650.

2. Lease by the plaintiff to the defendant
of pits of clay under the rplaintiff’s lands,
with liberty {o enter upon such lands and dig
for and carry away all such pipe, potter’s and
and other merchantable clays in such lands,
for the term of twelve years, paying in respect
of all clays obtained from the lands certain
royalties ; the defendant among other things
covenanted to dig and remove from the launds,
““in pursuance of the grant or demise hereby
made, an aggregate amount of not less than
1000 tons, nor a larger quantity than 2000 tons,
of pipe or potter’s clay” yearly. Breach,
that the defendant had not dug an aggregate
amount of not less than 1000 tons. Plea.
that there were not 1000 tons uader the lands.
Held, that the covenaut only fixed the rate at
which the clay under the land should be worked
and that as there was no clay, there was no
breach — Clifford v. Watts, L. B. 5 C. P.. 577,

3. M. was employed by an insurance com-
pany as their agent for five years, at a salary
of £500 yearly, and a commission of 10 per
cent. on the profits of each year. Before the
end of the five years the company was wound
up.. Held, that he was entitled to the estima-
ted value of hig salary till the end of the five
years, but had no claim for commission since
the winding up.—Ez parte Maclure, L. R. 5
Ch. 787,

4. The defendant promised to marry the
plaintiff upon the death of the defendant’s
father. An action was brought while the
father was still alive, but the defendant had
positively refused ever to marry the plaiotiff,
Held { warTIN, B., dissenting). that there was
no breach of the contract. —Frost v. Knight,
L. R 5 Ex 822

See AssigNMENT, 1; Brurs axp Notes, 2
Carrier; CHARTER Party; ConrLnicT oF Laws,
1; Damaces, 3, 4; Esrorpen, 1; Fraubps,
STATUTE OF , GUuaRANTY ; PRINCIPAL AND
Aaent, 4; Specrric PerrorMance; Untra
Viaes, 1; VENDOR. AND PUrcHASER, 1, 2.

CONTRIBUTION.

A bond was given by a principal and two
sureties; by its terms neither of them was to
be dizcharged by auy arrangement between
the priacipal and obligee either for extension



