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3. The plaintiff in a suit became bankrupt,
and the suit was revived by his assignee, who

employed a different solicitor. A decree was

atrwards maie. lld, that tbe solicitor of

the origfinal plaintiff must produce the docu-

ments in bis possession wvhich were nobessary

for drawing up tise decree, ssotwîhstindling

bis lien on them for costs, though the docu-

monts were flot strictly in evidence in the

case. -Simmoods v. Great Easter criailueay Co.,

Law flop. 3 Ch. 797.

4. A~n attorney who bas been discbarged by

bis client ean set up a lien for costs as a rea-

son for nlot preducing or delivering up the
papers on which be claims the lien, theugb bis

cliont be thereby embarrassed, aud this lieu

ext onds to ail costs due bim from the client.

Secus, if the attorney discharges hiroseif. In

Te Pa i/bfusl, Law flop. 6 Eq. 325.
See CONTEMPT, 1; 111YSBAND AN5D WIrE, 2;

LUO5ATIO, 1.

AvtRAGL-See INSUOIANCE, 2.

AWAID.
1. IEvid"nce of an arbitrator is admissible in

ex1 isuation ef bis award, and if it appears that

bie bas mistaken eibher the subject matter re-

fcrred te bOn, or the legal principle affecting

tbe basis on which tbe award is made, the

award will be sot aside or referred back te

him-fn re Duore Vo-lley Iioilway Co., Law
Ilep. 6 Eq. 429.

2. Semble (per KEILLY, C.B., MARTIN and
CHAoŽerLL, BB ), that it snay be shown by the
evidence of an arbitrator that tise award lu-

clades an ametnt for soinething over 'wbieh

Le liad ne jurisdiction -Duke of Buceleoch v.

.Atropoltao Board of Woric8, Law flop. 3 Ex.

806.

3. The plaintiff agreed te roW a race with
K , each te deposit a stake witb the defendant,

snd Ilthe decision ef the reteree te be final."

Tiiore was a defauli in the start, sud the

referee ordered K. te interm the plaintiff that,

if ho did net start, K. was te rew over the

course without hlm. K. rowed ovor the course

mithout cemmunicating this order te the plain-

tiff or giving hlm .any opportunity te start, and

the reforee, withont any injury, ordered the
stales paid te K. lcld, that tbe reteree's

ordier was conditional on its hoiug communi-
cated te the plaintiff; tbat, neyer bavi ng been

communicated, thero nover was snob a start or

race as was contomplated ; that, therefere, the

reteree's jurisdictien te award the stakes bail

rct attaohed ; that bis decisien was net final;

andI that the plaintiff was entitlod te reoever

bis depesit trom tise defendant.-Sadler v.

Smilh, Law Rep. 4 Q. B. 214.
BAILMENT-See COLLISION, 4,
BANss-See INTF.ILEST, 2.

BfNssss SOCIETY-S'le FRENI)LY fSoerFsv.

BoIL, 0F LADINO.
Tho3 assignees for value et Ps bi iofll 3i can

sue sbip-owners in tbe admiralty fer ne3et in

preperly osrrying tise geeds, oni the grouncls,
(1) under 24 Vie. c. 10, s. 6, .snd 13 19

Vict. c. 111, S. 1, et breach of co005. t ; (2)

under the former Section, et negligenic, -The

Fig/la M1aggiore, Law Eepý 2 Adm. & Eco. 106.

See FElnT, 2, 4 ; SALE, 1.
BILS.s AND NOTES.

1. Semble, tbat thse fellewing documm D

"July 15, 1865. On lst of Au 'est ns'xt,

please pay to A. or order £600, o~n ao.cn.snf of

moneys advaliced by mle te the 3. cru sp y.

Te Mr. W., officiai liquidator of thiu c' o l,oc,'

is a negotiablo bill ofý excbangep. neis v.

IVeatiserby, Law flop. 3 Q. B. 758.
2. The tollewing premissery note wqs signed

by the socrotary et a corporation: "'On demnsd,
1 promise te psy A. fifteen btsnd roi ponn ds.

For Mistloy flailway Comp9,ny. John Sizer,

socrotary." Itlid (pOet KELLY, C. B. onil
Imue, B. ; CLEASBY, B., dubilosstc), that

John Sizer mess net persemally lisb'e.-41e%-

ander v. Sizet, Law flop. 4 Ex, 102.

3. The directors of a conspany gave te J. IL.,
for value, an instrument undor the cempany's

seal, boaded Ildebenture," by whbolm tise comn-

pany Ilnndertako te psy te theoerder ot J. Il.,
on î st July, 1867," £ 1,000, with interest half-

yoarly, on prosentation ut tPe aruexeil cou-

pons. lleld, that an îndorsee for value oft lis

instrument waS entitled te prove on it agaiuat

the company free from equimdes botween Il.
sud the company. Semble, that the in'stru-

mont mvas a promisry note.-I re 555 ocal

Esltes Ce., Law flop. 3 Ch. 75e.

4. One wbe taises nmp an accepteil bill supra
protoît for the honor et the drawer cols esue

the accepter, sud tho accepter carinot plead iu

defence a rigbt et sot-off against the elrawer. -

lu te Oeerend, Gserney e Co. ex paiee Ss'an,
Law 1fop. 6 Eq> 344.

5. A bank, the boldor ot a bill et exchqs'sge
nt maturity, commoncd actions aprainst B.,

the accepter, andl C., au indorser. Ont \1rch
21, C pald the amount due, and proceedings;
were ordered te ho stayod in the acilon ag7inst
hlm on psymout et colts ; these were p,,id on
April 13, ansi the banis thon gave tise bïll te
C., whe delivered it te the pli sltiffi in pay-
ment of a debt due front hlm. Jud4 mint was

LAW JOURNAL. [VOL. V., N. S.-241September, 1869.]


