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or their servant. The pluintif$,..lso was a servant of the defend.
ants, and was an infant at the time of entering their service.
The defendants set up as a defence to the action that, at the time
of entering their service, the plaintiff had agreed, in consideratiori of
getting the beuefit of an assurance fund against accidents, of which
one-halfwascontributed by the defendants, andi the rest by the work-
men in their employ, that lie would exonerate the defendants from
ail liability for any injury the plaintiff might sustain while in their
service. It was contended that this contract was voici, as not
being for the benef¶t of the infant ; but the Court cf Appeal
(Lord Esher, M.R., and Kay andi Smith, L.JJ.) afflrmed the
judgment cf the County Court judge, that this contract was for
the plaintiff's benefit, and was binding on hirn, in which respect
the case differed from the recent case cf Ftou'er v. London
North Western ky. Co., (1894) 2 Q.B. 65 (nte p. 56o).

lSURANCSL-COL'ýS!ON-PRXIMATE, CAUSEL OF LOBS.

Reischer v. Borwick, (1894) 2 Q.B. 548 ; g R. Sept. 212, was
an action on a marine policy cf insurance, whereby a ship wvas
insured against'damage from collision with any object, but not
agair.st perils cf th-. sea. The ship ran agiiinst a snag in the
river, which caused a leak ; the ship was anchored and the leak
ternporarily repaired, se that the ship was eut of immediate dan-
ger. A tug was theîî sent to tow the ship te the nearest dock
for rep,ýirs, but the effect of the motion cf the ship through the
water was te open the leak, andi she began te sink, andi was, iii
consequence, run agrounci andc abandoned. The Court cf Appeal
<Lindley, Lopes, and Davey, L.JJ.) were cf opiniin that the col-
lision veas the proximate cause of the less, andi that it was cov-
ered by the policy, and the jud.gnient cf Kennedy, J., for the
plaintiff was affirmed.

ILFSTRAINT OF TRAD»B-COVENANT-AG R SEM NT DYV %'N1)OR NOT l'O " CARRY ON ORt

BE IN ANY WISE INTZRESTEI) IN" ANY SIMILAk BISINLeSS-1IUS13ANI) ANI) WIF!V

-WIFE'S flUSI NESS-INJUNCT ION.

Stnitls v. flaetoock, (r894) 2 Ch- 377 ; 7 R. June 8o, which was
an appeal froni the decisien cf Kekewich, J., (1894~) 1 Ch. 209
(see ante p. 2e',), in which the Court of Appeal (Lindley, Kay,
and Smith, L.JJ.) affirmed the judgment appeaied frorn; Kayi
L.J., hoviever, dissented. In the interest cf fair dealirg, the con-
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