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the amount, and nlot be dctected by inspection,
/aeld, that the niaker wits answerable for the full
face of the note, as aItered, te auy bona fide
holder for value in the usual course of business-
~-Garrard v. Hadden, 7 C. L. J. 112 ; Pittsburgh
Legal Journal.

PAIRTNEIL5HIP. -Where one partner con tribut-
md money to tbe commun stock, and the other bis
tinte and skill, and the whole wns lest: held,
that the partuer contributiug the money could
flot recover auj part of bis Ions froin the other.
-Everl 3 , v. Durborow, 7 C. L. J. 118 ; Legal
Gazette.

MÂGISTRÂTES, M UNI CIPAL,
INSOLVIENCY, & SCHOO0L LAW.

XOTES 0F NEW DECISIONS ANIý) LEADING
CASES.

II45OLvENCY-PERSONAL AcrxOres-RIG lTS ON
.ssioauu..-The plaintiff, having held the defen-
dant in the suit to b3%iI, recovered a verdict for
Blander, for enticiug away aud detaiuiug bis
'wife, and for amsiaulting her. Before recovering
judgnient he mnde an assignmeut under the In-
Solvent Act, aud be tben mued tbe bail ou tbeir
Tecoguizauce, net baivicig jet obtaiued bis final
disebarge. The defeudauts set up the r;gbts of
thse assignee. IJeld, ou demurrer, that tise plain-
tiff iras eutitled te rccover, for the causs cf
action beiug for purely personal irrougs did uot
Pes to the assignee.

Semble, aIse, that thse proceeds of the suit when
lrecovered could net be claimned by thse assignee,
%lld that he therefore could net in auj way inter-
fere with thse suit.- White v. Elljoit and Xfooney,
80 fU. C. Q B. 253.

82 'Via. caAP. 6. 5E'J. 126, O -SALE UNDER
rttAASUaua'S WAIAIT-LIABILITY OF7 COU14TY. -
8ection 126 of thse Asse9sment Act, Onit., 32 Vie.
eh. 6, directs that wbeu the County Treasurer is
Sltti8fied that ilhere is distress ueon auj lands of
rOI1-residents in arrears for taxes, be shall issue
a Warrant tender hi, hand and 8eal te the collecter
of the municipnhity te levy. The warrant iras
tested " Given under nsy baud and seal, beiug
thse corperate oeal.; and thse seal bore the s@âme

tufl, emblhin, legend, &c , as the County ueal.
"'le collecter muid thse pbaintiff 's gooda under it,
but it wRas net sheiru te bave been authelrized
bY tie County Council, uer had tise> reccived the
1roceeds cf the sale:

.Illd, that they wers not liable in trespasa or
tlrover-Snide v. Thme Corporation of thme Counilg
of Fbrontenac, 80 U. C. Q. B. 27f>.

MurmzNCIPALITIss DITiDED BY A Rlvxn-LIMITU
OF EAOR-COuvcCTIOS FOR PASSING TOLL-GAT.-
The limita of the cit>' of London irere defined b>'
tbe proclamation settiug it apart as ail thse lands
cotnprised ithin the old and neir surveys of the
town of London, together iritis the lands adjoin-
ing thereto lying betireen the said surveye and
thse river Tarnes, produciug thse nortiseru bound-
ar>' lne of the new surve>' until it intersects thse
north braucis, and thse eastern boundary line
until it intersects tise ea@t brancis, cf tise river:

.Fbld, tisat thse city bimits exteuded te tise.
Middle cf thse river; and tisat a conviction by
ceunty magistrates for passing thse tohl-gate on
tbe City aide cf tise river was therefore bad, as
the offence was out of tiseirjuriadiction.

WViere tire preperties or municipalities are
divided by a river or bighway, the binsit of mach
is, Primdfjae, thse centre cf thse river or road.-
In te XcDonough, 80 U. C. Q. B. 1288.

ROAD ALLOWANcECS-PASSAOE 0OF BY-L&W BT
MÏUSÇ'IPALITT....LIAB1LITT O1P TIMBER LIUEN85UE5
1(>R ¶'aRgPAS8tNG orx.-lleld, affirwiug thse judg-
meut of thse Court cf Common Plans, 20 C. P.
369b that municipal corporations are entitled te
the timuber and trees growing upen th~e original
road alloirances, thougis, in order te dicipose
thereof by sale, or te preveut or punisis trespas-
sers, a by-law or by- lava muet tiecessarily bi
passed; and that therefore an action wili lie at
their suit under thse circunistances set forth in
the bead.uote te thse case in tise Court beloir.

fJeld, aie, tbat thse bicenses granted te thse
defendants in tbis case did net authorize theni te
Out and carry away thse timber and trees frein
tis toad allowances in question.-Thme Corpor<'

lion of thme Townshmip of Barrie (Respondenîs) V.
Gillie8 etai, (Appellanla), 21 U. C. C. P. 218..

ONTARIO REMPORTS.

QlUEEN'S BENCHI.

Beporred b1/ C. Rosmasols, Esq., Q.C. Report8r bO the Court.]

ALLAN V. GARRATT AND WILLIAXBON.

(Continuedfrom page0 46.),
Now vison did this instrument become au

effective aud operative deed under thse statuts, to
bind non..aseenting credhoes ? Certainby net
until about tisres weeks before thse trial, and
tisen only by being signed by thse iasolveIàts
themeves.

In tise case of Soiln v. Prie, L. R. 2 lx. 189,
referred te lu the argument. tb. defmadu.&,Ox*
scuted a deed under tise 192ad sect iou Of tise
Eugliah Baukrupt Act cf 1861. Ig pavported te
be made betw.sn the debtor, of, thse, firt part, a
suret7 , of thse second part, iad tise steverl ]Per-

April, 1871.] [Vol. VII.-85


