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that thc defendants had acted in the bona fide belief that they had
the right to do as they did for the enforcement of their rules and
disinissed the actioný the Divisional Court (Lord Alverstone, C.J.,
and Darling and Channeli, JJ ) disagreed %vith that vicw of the
law, and held that the bona fides of the defendants would flot
relieve them from liability unless they liad in fact a sufficient justi-
fication ; but although the facts found by the County Court Judge
did flot amount to such sufficient justification, yet as the defend-
ants might be able to prove onc, a new trial xvas granted, although
Lord Alverstone, C.J., thought that judgment should be entered
for the plaintiff.

EXPROPRIATION CF LAND-COMPENSATION -R!SE 1.1 VALVE OF EXPROI'RI.%TED
LAND AFTER NOTICE TO TREAT%--COAl., miNE.

In re B;v1f i & J!. D. S. Cc'/lieries v. IPont)priddi lhziclr H orks
(19D2) 2 K.B.. 13,. The dccision of the Divisional Court 1901)
2 K.B. 798, noted ante p). 16, has failed to command thic
approval of the Court of Appeal 'Williamns and] Rc.rer, L .j
thev being of opinion that. aftcr notice to treat lias been seived, a
subsequent rise in the price of coal cannot properly. be taken into
account in fixing the compensation to be paid for the coal mine
proposcd to bc expropriatcd.

NEGOTIABLE INSTRUMENT -TIIFT (IF NECOTIABLE BSIIMNT ON A 1 H)r
SAL.E HY IIROKER OF NFOî INSITRIF..N r - 1)FI;xTtURE riA.i. To
BEARER- SAG E CONVE RSION- IlOLDE R FOR VAl tE.

In Edc/lsiez v. .ý,/iu/cr '10)02> 2 K-13 144, the Plaintiff ~~thle
owner of certain debentures, payable to bearer, which by thie uý;a17o
of the stock excliange and thie mercantile %%or!l generally, %vcre
treatc(1 and regarded as nicgotiaiblc instruments and passed bv
delivery, from hand to hand. These bonds %vcre stolcn and tak-enl
by thec tliief to a broker at Bradford for sale, thc broker sent thcm
to the defendants, who wvere memibers of thc stock cxchiange, with
instructions to sel], and the defendants offcred thicn for sale and
soid thcmi to jobbers, and the Jpri ce wvas duly reccivcd by thcm ani
remiitted to the broker at B4radford. Biiamn, J., under thcse cîr-
cuintaiices held that the bonds were negotiablc instruments and
thiat whien the decfendants reevdtlicm tley, become hioidvrs
thiercof for value, and that it was now no loîu"cr ncsavfor a
pl.îintiff to tender c'idcnce that sucb bonds arc nco~bcin,îru-
ment,;, that bein-1, a fact of whichi the Court %vill take judicial
notice.


