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DIGEST op ENGLisH LAW REPORTS.

and signed it. The defendant kept the
brcker's note tifl called upon to accept tlie
gocds, wlhen hie objected, on the ground
that tlie nlote was flot signed. Held, that the
defendant was bound by the sold nlote, that
lie virtually admitted that the broker liad
authority t< act for him, by hus giving no0
rez son for repudiating the bargain but the
fact that flue broker did îîot sigui the note,
anti that the itiemoranduni iii the brcker's
book wag sufficient to take the sale ont o)f
the Stattite of Frands.-Thnipson v. Gar-
diiier, 1 C. 1'. D. 777.

See FRAUDULENT PREFERENCI.; PRINCIPAL
AND AGENT, 1.

BURDEN OF PRooF.--See BILL 0F LÂOING.
CAliGo.-See CONTRACT, 4.
CARRIER.-See COMMON CARRIER.

CHARTER-PARTY.
Charter-p,rfy by plaintiff for the slipC

for twelve inuonths from the conipletion of!
lier present voyage. When flie C. gi. h 'I
slie wits declaîed nnseaworfhy, and it tonk
two nienths f0 repair lier. lIeld, that, the
charter-party conld be thrown up by the(
plaintiff, time being of the essence cf the
contract.-T'elly v. lfowling, 2 Q. B. D.
182.

Ses DAmAGES, 2.

CRaýCK.- Sec EMBEZZLEMENT, 2.
CLASS.

8. by will gave estafe4, in trust for ail lis
chi<lreîî, "wlio being a son, or sons have
att.ined ",r shall attain fwenty-cîîe years,
or beîng a daugliter or daugliter or daugli-
fers have aftained that age or been înarried,
or shal! attain tliat age or be marrîed," the
sons' shares te lie for their own. absolnfe use
and beniefit. The dangliters' shares were te
bee held for their separate use dnring thir
lifeinie, and after for flic r children. li
case a son died in t"ýstatr's Iifetiiue leavinig
chuidreu, the clîildren, the children. teck ini
place of the father. Timere was no suceli pro-
vision in case cf a dangliter s pre(lecease.
A daughfer died in the testatr's lifetime
leavîiig children. IIeld, fliat these children
were entitled f, flîcir miothcer's share under
flic will.-lt 're 8peakmaît. Unswcrth v.
oSpea4man, 4 Ch. D. 620.

See CONSTRUCTION, 2; DEvisE.

CODICIL.-See WILL, 1.
C0LU~SION.

1. Action by skiff E. againsf steamer C.Sfor injuirv fo the E., cansed by, alleged lie,,-
lige uice of t)e (1. M collidiîug wîth flhc E.,
whule flic C. Waà >*ttinig iibo the do)ck auid
thie E was lyitg ()nda <theUi evidence,
held, thaf flic C. was to bMaine, -The Cea-jb
thi, 2 P. 1). 52.

2. C"llision between tlie bark 0. and the
steamer P. in tlie Tyne. Tlie P. was pro-
perly nuocred, bt wvas inn iinto duriiig a
gale by a brig adri ft Di tlie river. Iîî con-
sequelîce One of the rings of thle buoys gave
way, and thec P. drifted, and struck and
dauuîa,,ed the (). as she was 1ying, nioored.
No loo)kout w'as posfed on tlie P., tlicugh
the weatlier was growing boisterous, and it
was showu thaf lier Chain cables were un-
bent. Hetl, on the evidence, that the
steamner wav, alone te blaine.-Tlie Pladda,
2 P.- 1). 34.

3. In a sutîi for w'ages and dishursenients
bet.ween a luaster and a mortgagee of a
ship, tlie cotirt refiised fo r,-tain in court
a stini of inoîuey sufficient to satisfy a cer-
tain biond( (ini case it should ever lie pre-
sented), which, tlie nmastev lad giveui te re-
lense thc shil) after a collision happening
fr'mn iis m'et-T Limierick, î P. D.

Sec DAMAGES, 2.

COîmITY.-ýSeeý JURISDICTION, 1.
('OMMON CARRIER.

Plaintitf took a ticket frorn Bouloguiie to,
LOîondo over defendants' steainoat line anti
railway. Oîi the ticket if was stated that
each passenger was allowed 120 poiîîds of
lugalge free, and that tlie compaîîy wvas
respotusible for nîo more flian £6 vainie.
Plainziff's box was dainaged tliroughi neg-
ligelîce of defendants' servants te the
anion)tufl of £73. By flic Railway and Canal
Traffie Act of 1854, § 7, it i't provided that
railway colflpmiîies shali be liable for~ losaarisinig froin their îugieein flie carnagre
cf (,tods, notwitstandig any notice -f non-
liability tliev liave giveni-and the passen-
gers' ltwgage taken free (,f charge i nelud-
ed iii the statiite. 11eli, that the plaintiff
C0i< recover.-Cohte v. Thte Soutth.E(istet,,t
Rai#ray (Io., 2 Ex. _D. 253.

COMPOUNI)ING FFLONY. -Sec BANKRUPI-UT.

0ONDITI0NS AT SALE.-Sec CON VEYANCE.
Il N$IDERATION.--See BANKRUPTCY.

CONSPIRACY.
Second count in an indictmnerit for con-

srpiracy te defraud :1'hat defendants,
proioters of the E. Coinp;uîy, Liiuîited,
appliud me the. SLouk Exchanîge Coîniinittee
for leave to hlave the E. Coipa.ny put on
flic iist of qnot:ttions of ftic Stock Ex-
c1iaw-re, under tmvo rules of tlie Stock
Exclhange, Nos. 128, 129. These raies pro-
vide fliat a new conpany would be quofed
when. two-thirds of t.he wliole îîdnîinal
ca;uitn]l liad been applied for aîid uncôiidi-
fi inially alloftcd fo the piiblic ; aîîd a inem-
ber of the Sfoc-k Exchange was authorized
by flhe conpany to givu informuation1 con-


