
REVIEW 0OP CURREtNT ENGLISII CASES.

legally saleable in the maarket for which they are intended. See
Sale of Goods Act, 1920 (Ont.), Sec. 16, (b).

Mandamus.-Contempt of court-Municipal council.
The Kingr v. Counoil of Metropolitan Borouçjh of Popiar, Ex

pa.rte. London Cownty Couiwil, Ex parte Managers of M1etro-
politin. Asylitun District, 1922, 1 K.B. 95, (Court of Appeal).
A corporation whîch ig a notional body, eannot be attached for
ffisobedience to a writ (if mnandaxnus isued against Lt. If it
is soiight to attach individual members of the corporation for
lisobedience to the writ of inandamus, their names should be
iNcrted in the rulc nisi, and Lt shculd be served on each of the

inembers so named personally, together with a copy of an affi.
davit specifying the nature of the contexnpt with which he is,
chargcd.

Sae of goods--Engine affixed to freehold.
Underwood Lirnited v. Burgh Castle Briek and Cernent S9yn.

dicate, 19-22, 1 K. B. 123, (Rowlatt J.). An engine affixcd to
-i vendor's prernise.9 iý not în a deliverable state. It is flot even
a chattei, until the vendor lias exereised his right to Never. (Xmn-
Nequently the property in Lt doei not pass at the time a con-
tract for sale is made. See Sale of Goods Act, 1920 (Ont.)
Sce. 20, (a) and (b).
Carrier-Exemptions f ront liability-Diversion from pre-

scribed route.
Neilson v. London & North Westerib fa.ilu'ay Conpey, 1922.

1 K.13. 192 (Court of Appeal). Where a carrier has exempted
himReslf froil his cominon law liability ini a contraet which huis
reference to conveyance byv a prescribed route alone, and the
goods have heen diverted by hirn from the prescribed route,
they cease to be covered by the contraet, and by the exception8
which Lt contains.

Landiord and tenant-Covenont against sub-letting.
Commissioners of WRorks v. Hull, 1922, 1 K.B. 205. (Appeal

froin Greeiiwich County Court.) A tenant Ln breach of a cove-
nant not to sub-let or assign without the landiord 's permisaion,
assigned hiis tenaney and subsequently disappeared. An action
against the assignee of the tenancy to eâect hLm as a trespassf
ia a sufficient indication by the la-ndiord of his intention to exer-
cise his option to forfeit the tenancy for breaeh of the coven-
ants, and the tenancy of the original les-we and of tlie asigneei
La thereby determined.


