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by the s ery strongest evidenee.-In re .dllne's

Pett Law Rep. 1 P. C. 507,
2. A pateltee, residing i11 America, gave bis

agent *in England haif tbe royalties. On an
application for extension of the terni of the
patent, held, that in estimating the patentee's
profits, sncb haif was toe bc d.,dcted.-Te vs
Poole's Pokoet, Law Rep. 1 P. C. 514.

8. Loder the 15 d, 16 Vie. c. 83, 8. 25, an
extension may be graated of the terni of a pa-
tent taken ont first la England, tisough a patent
bas been ob'tainedl for tise samne invention in a
foreî,i state, whichi wonld expira before the
end of the extended term. Seras, if the patent
ws firet obtained abroad by a foreiga snbject,

ansd afiterwards talea ont la ELngland.-l-b.

PAs sueT-Si.e 1ILLS ANI) NOTES.

PEN Sf f e.-,? \X 'mon AND PUCInASER 0F iREAL

sEn.AT

P>Itor.- Se COLusOw-, '2; bs,1

ParAsm-er-See BiLas A-ND Noirs; EQUITY Pirsis-
'NG A-ND PMACTULE, 1, 2; PRINCIPAL, AND

StsmcTY.
POWER.-*See ILas uses, 1; lFOLUITURE; TRtusT, 2.
P.aAcTIce.-See AussuuuiAsarY, 2; EQUuTY PILE SDINO

ARD I RACTir]c s; PRonMBTIo'e; PaoBA TE PRA.C-
TCEr.

Pr.sz rorx ossa. 55Tase, 1.

Ps'sususuo. ScWA.~x

Pe-s ua Ser iuasvA.-, 1; LAý,ouLni AND

TesN N, 2,

i'15(5'Si 55 AGNTs'.

iL A railw,'s', conipanuy agreed to carry A.'s
hor-se fre e of clarge. At the end of the jour-
ney, t1i" station -master denuanded payasent for
tice 1or,e. ausd on A"s refusal gave A. ia eus-
tofi',- the police, tili it was ascertaincd that
ail w as right. Ia ani action by A. against the
eornpany for false imprisonasent, hld, that as
the cosnpany woffld hiave had no power to de-
tain A.. eveni iad lic wroae-ly talsea the hsorse
on tise train without psying, thero svas no irm-
plied authority froas them ta the station-master
to do so, and that thay were not liable.-Peel-
ton v. London and S. WV. .Reilwey Co., Law Rap.
2 Q. B3. 534.

2. The defendant, witls W. ansd others, un
dertooe to forait a company. At a meeting of
the projectors, of which tisa defendant was
chairinan, it was rcsolved 'lthat the prospectus,
as mrarleed witis the chairman's initiale, bc ap-
provedi, andi bc priatedl for cirenlation, at thea
disecetion of W., as early as possible," W.
employ cd the piaintifs to pruat the prospectos,
shosviago theas the initialed copy, and saying
hoe was authorized by the defendant to get it

printcd. The prospectus, 'aben prhstedl, wsra
circnlatcd isy the defndant. There waas an

agreement, unklnown to tise plaintiffs, betwean
tise defèndasst and W., tisat W. sisonif bear al

expenses of formlng tisa comp any. fleld, tisat
tiscre was evideace froa which a jury might
filfer that W. had anthorîty to pîcdge tise de-
fendant"s credit for thec printiing.-BPley y,

PeksgoLaw Rep. 2 C. P. 336.

3. Ia an action by a banlï: againat their late

manager for hinproperly discounting buis for
bis Oaa ads antageO, for theo henefit of comnpardes
is wbich lie was initcrested, it appeared tlîat
tha transactions o cre la the ordinary course of
business, tisat tbe manager bcad not cxcccdcd
bis antbority, and tient no casa of had. faitis was
pros cd againat bite. Iel, thait tise action

conld not bc maintained. - Brijof Upper

&Genada v. Bradsan, Lawv Rcp. 1 P. C. 419.

Sec DsuRErS, 1 ; INSIsEANCE, 2, 3
PRINeCPAL AND SITEETY.

To an action against sureties on a bond con-
ditloned for tise due performance hy A. of bia
duties as collector of poor rates and of seer
Tates for tise parish of S., tise bond to continsse
in force if A. iscd cither office separately, the

breacis assigncdl bcbng that A. isad not paid
over moncy receivedli la cd capacity, tise de-

fendants pleaded that before breacs an act waa%

passe-f insssnash<g A.',, duts as <sollecltor of
sewer rates, and nder which lia ras a!so ap-
pointed collector of main drainage rates, hy
tisoso from. whom lie belfi bis other appoint-
mente. The oct hscercased tihe proportion of
son or rates pay able by S., andi also hnposed on

the sewer rates some usea amnali chaurgs . BS/Sf
(1), that A.'s appointient as collector of main
dr.ainage rates did not avoid tiso bond; (2)
that the changes made by the nets did ot
amotint to an alteration of tie office of eollec-
tor of seveer rates, anud therefore did rot as nid

tisa bond ; (8) that tise plea 'ras bad, as rot
affordîng an aniswer to the liability for A.'s
breacis of dnty as colector of poor rates (Exe.
Cb.).-Skillett v. F/leher, Law Rep. 2 C. P. 469.

PRuORIT Y.
1. A trssstee learssed tise iasolvesscy of bis

cestui que trust by reading la a aewspaper an

advertisement of a pétition la insolvency, and
ise helieved tlie advertisement to he troc.' Tha
assignme gava no formai notice to the trustes

tili after A., who hail talzen a mortgeage of tisa

edsui que trust's interest, anbseqnrntly to tise
insolvency, bad givea formel notice to tise
trustee. fJetd, thant A. secs outitlcfi t's p riority
over tha assignlea ins insolveney. -. Moyd v.
Bankes, Lauw Itep. 4 Eq. 222.


