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names as assigcnee of a chose in action. The plaintifs; were
contractons for certain building work, under which contract they
claimed to recover from the defendants £,788. It appearcd that
in order to secure their current indebtedness to a bank, the plain-
tiffs bv an instrument in writing had assigned to the bank, ail
mone' due or to become due under the contract in question and
einprwAcrcd the ban], to sue for the recovery thereof in the plain-
tÇrs' naine anid to give effectuai receipts and discharges for the
ifloncys-, assigned. Notice in 'vriting of this assignment liad been
given by the bank to the defendants. T' e question therefore was
whr,'.Ier this was an absolute assignment or one purporting to be
by wav of charge oni>'. Wright, J., cons'dered it was to bc by

ayof charge only, and lield that the plaintiffs miglit proceed
w:îth the( acti&n, but the Court of Appeai (Mýatthew, and Cozens-
iHardy, iJ.reversed his decision, holding that as the effcct of
the iristi n nent %vas to pass the whole riglit anid intercst of the
assignos payable uncier the contract by tva> of securit), it %vas " an
ab.,fitte as'.ignînent tiot piirporting to be b>' way of charge only
ivitlini the nican ing of the judicature Act, S. 25, sub-s. 6 îOnt. Jud.
Act, s. ;S. suib-sý 5).
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/idgÎ/I V. A/A Oar( 9 0 2 2 K.B. 239. Upon a case stated b>'
magistratcs, the Divisional Court (Lord Alvcrstone, C.J., and
l)arliing. and Cliannicl;, JJ.) hcld that under tne Merchiaits Ship-
ping Act, 1894 (57 & 58 Viet. c. 6o) s. 376, sub-s. i (d),asaa

Ima), be convicted of %vilfulEy disobeying a lawful command of the
mnaster of the ship, althotighi the act of diisubedienice amounits to
the offence of desertion or absence without leave under clauses (a)
or (b> of stuh-s. i.
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Rea Di'btor (1902) 2 K.B. 26o, althoughi a bankruptcy case, is
occvig(f notice becausc it turns on a principie of practice of

genceral application. The question at issue wvas whether a notice
of bankruptcy liad been x'alidly given, and this depended on
wlhctihcr thc creditor giving the notice was ini a position to do so,
hcfore obtaiing a returni to a fi. fa. which lie lad placcd in the


