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inoters being named as the finst directors; and
ut a 'subsequent meeting tbe directors adopted
the acte of J. No shanes "acrec allotted or cails
mode, and the undertaiaing was not proceed

Sitli. leld thiat the prossotons were person-
ally liable, notwithstanding the subseunent
adoption of il ir acts. - ,sc/Z v. Lord LAbs rý7,
Law Tep. 2 C. P. 255.

2, A., havis g boughit goods of B3. tharoligh a
bro1iùr, paiti for thena to the broizer, partly by
an advance on bis general acconnt witli the
brolier before the deiivery of goods, and partly
by cash on a settiement of accounits after the
delivery. Tho brolier did not psy over tic
sionuy to Bi., and became bankrnpt. In an
action by B. ogainst A. to recover the. price of
the gonds, excepi so mnuch as had been paid in
casb, held (reversing the judgment of the Court
of Colonbon Pions), tiiot it 'sas a question for
tue jury, o'bether pay ment to a broker in ad.
vonce was a gond paymnent as against tho prin-
cipal, depending on the custoin of the trade;
and the question not having been ieft to the

jury, a new trial 'vas ordered.-'ottes'ell v.
Ilinde, (Exch. Ch.) Law Rep. 2 C. P. 868.

&e Bim op L.iNs; JaIzNTuST, 1; Mîasiapan
5v',TATION, 2; RA15.WAT, i.

PsssoaRIT.
1. Personal proucrty was 'settled on sncb

ternis os A. sboiild appoint, and was appointed
by A. to trustcee in trust for S. The property
renîned under the control of tho trustoos of
the original setticînt. leid, that a miortigeo
of S.',- interst, who gave noatice of lus mort-
gage to the trustees under the appointnsent,
but isot te the trustees usîder tl e original set-
iemnest, ihinîld ho po tponcd to a sîshsequeut
miortgige, wsthsout notice of the prior mort-
tage, whio h id given notice to holli sets of trus-
tecs.-Bî'idge v. -Bealfdm, Law Rep. 8 Eq. 664.

2. A testator, lu 1832, deviscd copyliold
estate, subject to a mortgige, to lus wife for,
lièé, and il un to is ciîildren. Thli will s'as
nover proved, and no uotice of it ais entered
on the court rolis. The widow emigrated in
1845, leaving bier elesi son iu possession of
the cstate as bier agent. In 1851, the son falsely
rcpreSenting binaseif to be in possession as heir
to bis father, procured. a funther advance on
mortgoge, tise original mortgage being trans-
fcrred to tise Second mortgagoe. Tise viidow
died bu 1860. ld, that the mortgagee, baviug
the legal estate and haviug no notice of any
advers e titis. w as eutitled to tack bis furtlier
advance.- Yunagv. Young, iLaw Rep. 3 Eq. 801.

3. The 17 &i 18 Viet. c. 36, sec. 1, provides
that every bill of sale rot regi.stered avithîn

twenity'o.nc deys shahl hc void as sgainît tise
assignees lu bankruiptcy, and tise exvocution

creditors of the person maiuing the bill of sale,
as to ony goods tison lu bis possession, A.
mode a bill of sale to S., which was niot reois-
tered; afterwards bie made another bill of sale
of the saine goods to HR, wbieh was rgst ercd.
Executioni bavinc' issucd sgainst A., S . aud ETI.
both cliimed the o'oods; and an ordor avas mode
by sahich the execution creditors avurc barred,
sud tise goods ordered to be delivored to IL
lAeid, th st tise order avas rigbt, and tisat S.
couhd not set up bis bih of Sale àainst il. ; for
tisai the cons equens e of avoidîs g au unru"gis-
tered bill of sale by execntion is te dlec the
security altoo'etlier. - fc 3v. ,d ci, La~w
Rep. 2 Q. B. 28b.

PnPAraF IIiACTICLe.

1. Probate will not bo granted of a wsil dis.
pesing of reai property only, tiiongh it appoints
au exeutor, sud gives the real estate to bina,
to ho convcrted into persoual estate.-Gcds cf
Berden, Law Rej). 1 P. &c D. 325.

2. Au executor wbo bas proved a wiii iu
common fora cannt take proceedings to eaul
iti validbty lu question. Hoe canant, tiscrofore,
cite those interested under it to propouind it lu
sohemu. form, or Show cause wisy tise probate
should not bic revoised. The executor of aul
executor is lu tlie sanie position an thiq respect
as the original executor. -7cds of CAasssbcî'-
liia, Lawa Rep. 1 P. &Di). 316.

sSee ADMINxISTRATIsON, 1, 2.

PRsODCTION OF -DoCUcaîslýNT.
1. A defendant caussot refuse to pî'oduce pri.

vote and coi fi icutis letters froin sang
on tise groussd tisai tise wrîîcrs forbifi tiasir
production ; liait tIse pliiîtiff will lie put on au
undental.ing nlot to use tisen for any coliatoral
obj ect.-Ilopciinîco v. Lor-d Buî'yhiîy, Law Rep.
2 Cii. 447.

2. Osa a motion in a cause lu adniiraity, by
the defendauts, for Icave to inspeet certain le't-
ters betavean the plaintiff and lais agent, the
judge directed theso produced. for isis owu in-
spection befoère grantiîîg the application.- Ths
.Mar'gi-egor Laîrd, Law Rep. 1 Adin. &i Te. 307.

Pniissoax NOas.-See BuIS AuND Nosas; TRUST,2,

PasOXaMAna CAUSE.
Ou tbe triai of au action for a reward, offered

by the defeudaut, " to auy person vbo avili give
sucli information as sisail lead to tise appreben-
sien sud conviction of the thieves" wbo bad
stoien avatdhes and jeavelry from. lais Sbop, it
appeared, tisai, about a aveehe after tise tisefi,
R., baving brongbt one of the stoicu watches


