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plaintiff for damnages for short delivery and injury to cargo, and
the application %vas granted by Miathew, J., and his order was
affirined by the Court of Appeal (Lord Esher, WRandj KFy

adSmtith, L.JJ.).

The acob Christensen, (z895) P. --Si, although an Acitiiirttv
case, inay be referred to with utility, as Bruce, J., titere
held that a third party notice catinot be properly served cxcep)t
Nv'ien the clai£n for indernnit ' or contribution arises out of a c:on.
tract. ex\press or irnplied, and that the Rules do flot authorîze the
service of a notice rnerely because, in the event of the plaintiff
being fournd ettled to recover against the defendant, the latter
inav have a riglit of action against the person proposed to be
mtade a third pr~

In Hiuddeirsficld Banking Co. v. Lister, (1895) 2 Ch. 27A 12

R. JUly I07s the action Nvas broughit, arnong other things, t ,set
aisde a consent order on the ground of a common mistake.
Willianis, J.. before Nvhorn the action was tried, Nvas of opinion
that the court has jurisdliction ta set aside a consent order upon
a ny grotind that wvould warrant the setting aside of an agreentent,
.and being of opinion that there had been a mistake of fact coin-
mon ta bath p)arties lie set the order in quest' on aside, but %vith-
out prejudice to the interests of third parties, and this order was
affirmed by the Court of Appeal (Lindley, Lope., and Kay, L-JJ-ý-
WVe notice that according ta the judgment of Williams, J., a
previaus motion ini the action ini which the consent order had
been miade to set it aside on the samne grotinds had heen unsue-
cessful :see p. 276.

Hvn.cNU ~oiRcv-PowE 'l'O LOANI ON IR' NMOR'ïUtAO(; NIE PS'$'OL(

'I'RRMS TiV VOURt'.

JPortsea Bzisidùng Society v. Barclay, (1895) 2 Ch. 298 ; 12 R
july ido, is an appeal frorn the decision of Ramer, J., (1494)
.j Ch. 86 (noted aitte vol. 30, P. .754). The plaintiffs were a
building society having power ta lend upon first mortgages only.


