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o RecenT ENGLISH DECISIONS.
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DUTY OF DRAWER TO SToP CHEQUE——BAXKIN(L.

The two points of law which are illustrated

by ex parte Richdale, p. 409, My be concisely
put as follows : (i) there is no obligation, aris-
ing by contract or by law, on the part of the
drawer of a cheque, given for value, to stop
the payment of it for the benefit of a third
party. The person who gave the notice to
stop it would run the risk of the cheque
being in the hands of a bona fide holder for
value, that is to say, he would run the risk of
having to pay the costs of an action by such
a holder. (ii.) Where a customer pays &
cheque to his bankers, in order that the
amount of it may be at once placed to his
credit, and the bankers carry it to his credit
accordingly, they become immediately holders

of the cheque for value.

COURT OF .-\I‘l'E:\l.'H\'IDE.\(E.

In ex parte Firth, p. 419 it appears only
necessary to notice certain dicta of Jessel,
M.R., to the effect that the Court of Appeal
cannot decide an appeal in the absence of the
evidence on which the order appealed from
was founded, although, if by some accident
the notes of the evidence were lost, the appel-
lant might apply by way of indulgence to the
Court of Appeal to have the evidence taken
over again, and the Court might or might not
accede to that application.

BLEQUEST OF SHARE IN PART NERSHIP R.S.00 O 106,

WILLS
88, 2§, 26.

The next case, /n re Russell, p. 432, Was,
as Bacon, V.C., observes, ‘“‘one of difficulty.”
"The testator, after reciting that he was carrying
on a certain business in partnership with his
two brothers, demised and bequeathed : “all
my part, share and interest, of and in the
said co-partnership, trade or business, and of
and in the real and personal estate which may
be used, employed or invested therein, .
and of and in the co-partnership debts,
securities, and moneys to which I may be
entitled at my decease,” to the executors on
certain trusts. After the making of this will,
the testator acquired the shares successively



