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PROMISSORY NOTE.

When demand of payment
should be made to charge
cndorser.

When a maker of a promis-
sory mote is resident of
another state at the time of
the making of the note, and
also at the time it falls due,
it is not necessary to make
demand of fpa,ymeni: at his
residence for the purpose
of charging the endorser.

M. S, a resident of Florida,
being temporarily at Troy
in the state of N. Y. made a
note payab'e one year after
date,which wasendorsed by
A.S.,aresidentof Troy, the
maker immediately there-
after returning to his re-
sidence in Florida. When
the note fell due the holder
gave to A. S. due notice of
non-payment. HELp that
A. S. was charged as en-
dorser, though demand of
payment had mnot been
made of the maker at his
residence in Florida. -[ Zay-
lor vs. Suydor.]......p. 99

If the protest for non-pay-
ment of a promissory note
be premature, or if time be
given by the holder to the
maker, the endorser is dis-
charged; but if, with a
knowledge of the protest’s
having been made, or of
the giving of time, he (the
endorser) subsequently pro-
mise to pay, his liability is
revived, [City Bank vs.
Hunter.Jeoeeoonsop. 171,

RAILWAY SCHEME.

(Comimitiee-man. — Recovery
of deposit.)

An allotee of shares in a, rail-
way scheme which has
proved abortive, may re-
cover back, in an action
for money hid and re-
ceived, the whole amount
paid by way of deposit.
(Walstabbvs.Spottiswoode.)
.'..l’..."'.'.".pn 33v

RAILROAD PROPRIE-
TORS.—( Liability of)

(Pador vs. Boston & Maine
Railroad.)e.. .« o ... 330.

RATIFICATION.—( Lei-
tres de.)

Jugé que la procédure pour
lettres de ratification, sui-
vant les dispositions de la
9e Geo. IV, e. 20, n'est pas
en tout analogue a celle qui
était suivie en France sous
Tempire de I'¢dit de 1771:
—Que le statut w’a pour
objet que de découvrir et
faire reconnaitre les hypo-
théques, en les conservant
sur 'immeuble, tandis que
Pédit de 1771 avait pour

ob{'et de les purger, et équi-

valait & un décrét 1 cet
¢gard ; que dans nowe sys-
teme les creanciers oppo-
sans n'ont pas le droit ab-
solu de faire déposer le

rix, et de demander qu'a
géfaut de ce faire le requé-
rant soiv sujet & la con-
trainte par corps.—Une ju-
risprudence de 10 années
renversée.



