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INPANT.

Il., being of full age, promnise i to pai' "asa debit of hoilour," a du-bt contracted wheil
liieî' fige. Sucli a prînise is flot a - ratifi-

cation or the contract mnade duiîîi infancy,
as a Il iiebt of lionoîur "caninot be enforeed at;
law. -M'accor-d v. Osborne, i1' 1', . 1). 5691.

INSPECTION OIF DocumENTS

Lettýers written and si-ut for thec coîîliieîîtjal
andi private iniformnation Of 'lic solicitor of a
Party iu a futUre suit, aîîd iiaviiig reforence
tu tlic subjeet-riuate- thereof, art' flot plîi
leged. But if tliey aire written iii repiy to the
apptication Of SUCli solicitî,r, with a view to
using the informaîtion si îîbtaified in the suit,
the case is otlier %ise. -3T'Gorquoda le v. Bell,
1 C. P. D. 471.

INISUFFICIENT ASEI. Se ESIDIYARI't Id:OA-
TEE.

INSURItNCE.

D. becanie owner of a vesel il) I ienber,
1868, and the rlailitiff equit;tble murtgnagee.

D.apied f'or îiîîaîeon the ife iii the
Zcefendantt conîpany in .Jatimary, i 6,orîler.
iug the POlicy Made in plaiîîîifs naine, snd
sent to hiiii. The poiey, in ftle nsual formn.
was mnade in the naine of D., but sent to
plaintiff. D. di-! But infotu, the defendant
coînpany tuit plaintifr was equitable niorîga.
gee. Ilu the poliey, inter alia, was ti.is:
"lThtis la to certify that Mr. D., as ship's-
husband for tie Il, whereof is mnaster at the
pi-esent finie D., has this day paid £17 los.
for insurance . . . ou said vesse!." In
Jaimary, 1870, wliile the vesse! Iva- on a voy-
age, plaintiff took ont a policy like the preed-
ing, but iii his own nanie as shilî's-hnsband.
lu Mardli, I 8-0. plaintiff, on application of
the defendant cunipany, paidl the 'vearly lis-
sessinent for losses, and re(-irie a receipt
therefor as Iîuslîand of tiie saiti ves-.wI. In
Octuber, 1870. lie pcîid ;fIiother. Ill Mmiy,
1870, D). transf,-rred the ve8sel tu tlic plain-
tifl; Wlo becamie registered ownier. The dle-
fendant coinpany ' v ad lio notice of this.
bitter, D. put in a dlaini for the loss of' ail
anchor. Iii Noveiiîber, 1870, thei vessel was
lest, and iii December jîliitiîf pult in a claiîii
for the insurauce. Ili January, on requnest-of
the couîpaily, J). atttnded a mu-eting Of the
directors to coîisider the claii. After his
withdrawal they resolvedl that there was no0
dlaim. In Alîril, 1871, aioliîr meetinîg was
heid, which came to a sirnil.îr resolutioii; but
D. wss nlot îîotified, aiid the jilaiitiff h'îd nu
notice of either meeting. Neitlier D. nor Uic
i)iaiutiff badl sigiied, or beeii asked to aigu -
the articles. The coinpany was a mijd
!nutual insuraîee coin paîiy. Everi' persîîi
insni-lng a ship) ii tise compiiiiy was a mient-
ber, provided lie sigiîed the articles. The
directors w,-re to mianage tile lifffiirs of, and
act tuliy for, tlieÂqiiipiii, with fuill power tu
settie dfisputeýs between nit ibei-s aiiî the coin-
plsuy ; anîd no0 nicitîber cout! bring suit agaînst
the company, except as tiis provided. If
anv sneruber sold )lis dhiji, the uew owîîer wii5
te have no dlaim uipon the conipany for los.;

In case of liiss, the directors were to sulumon
the owîîer, mastî-r, or crew, mus they saw fit,
aiid inake enquirv as to the bass. Held, re-
versing decisiou of the Qieeîî'as Beimefi, that
the jlaiîîtitf cou!d meulver. (AitCHIBA'LD, J.,
andl POLLOCK, B., iliescuting.-Edicards v.
Thme Aberayroîî mfutual Ship Insurance So-
ciety, 1 Q. B. 1). 563.

JOINT DEBTOit.

The ilefendants, R. and H., who werepat
Biers, lîad been iii the habit if coîisigning
gouda t!îrouglî thie plaiiitilb to B. sud S. for
sale, the- ji-eeds ti> he reiuitt-d l'y B. ani S.
to ths Ilainiîtff.s. By anfagreelueiit inwritiug
betwî-eiî 1 laiiitiffà an,! R. 'and H., tiiese re.-
mittances uvu-re to be hield to psy any advances
Inade by jîlaîîîtiffs on accuint of R. andî H.;
And! the bîalanmce wmîs te, bc si-ut to R. sud H.
The practifce was for tic defendants to îlraw
on1 the îîlaintiff, %vil-) aîi-epted the drafts;
sud the î!efeîîdsits disIcouîîted their accept-
aliwes lu i-ase the goods wî-re flot sold in
season for the accejîtances to hi- met, the
defeidaîits îiade a îîew draft, wlvhl the plain-
tiffs acoeptemi. 'Ihu the plaîiîîtiifi eot îîew
fatîds to Iiiet theî oid aieîiptaiices, and tise
defendaîuts got further tfinie. Thisa course
coîîtiuued for five years, at the enîd tif which
tinie R. sud H. ilissoiveil p irtuership). At
thimt time there were goods iii the bauds of B.
and S. for sale, sud the plainitiffs hatl, on the
securitv of theui, acceplî-d It. auj R. 's drafts.
Il. weîît 01, witlîftie business, and drew new
drafts in the saine maîiuer, iu the suame of
IlR. aud H., iii liqîiidatioui. " A year after
the dissolution, H.- iîifomun,-d piaiîitifls thatt
B1. liad witlîdrawn, sud that he (H.> would
go on with tlie businîess. . Plaintiffs aifter-
wards accepteil R. 's ifrafis in the nianner
ahove îlescribed, by the discount of which
thwy were savî-d cash advaîîces. The mction
iras brotîght pmrtly for advaîîces whiclh liad
beei-ienewet hi' " r. an,! H., in liquid-
atioti,'' purtly fo;r adva lices which liat ticen
reiîewed by i-I.'s (Ilîeft aloi - aceepted by
plaintiffs. Held, that the plIutiifd had a
rigit to treat both H. aîîd R. as prinîcipal
debtors, and that Rt. was nt ilischarged by
the extenlsion of tirme giveli H. iii îiuirsuauce
of' the practice of the parties -Swirc et al. v.
Bcdmn Z- Hoit, 1 Q. B. D. 5rw.

LACH ES. -See L.STOrPEa

LEAsE.

The habeadiîm of a lease stated the termi as
941 yemîrs, the' reddeîtda4m, as il > The
cotînterpart of tlîe iese sigmied hy the lessee
had 911 iii hoth parts. Held that the Italien-
dillm innast ,-ontrol the reddendssm iu the lease
itseîf, and that the couiitîrîiart inîat: bc made
to fullow the leasc, said that tle terni was
therefore 944 yeara ,.Buiekell v. Clark, 1 0.
P. D. 602.

IAABILITY- 0F MAsrkiî. Sec COLLISION, 2.

LiÂABî.ITY OF SuîîIP-OWNaaR.-Se BILL. 07
LADiNG.

LIEN.-Se VENDOR's LIEN.
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