
DiauTs 01? TI ENGLIsIS LAw REPORTS.

dion the power of the charterparty sud the
bibi oflading." Heid, by MELLOR sud QUAIN,
J.J., that the captain was entitbed to no
freight; by CocKBuaN, C. J., that lie ougit
to hava fraiglit pro rata.-Metcatfe v. Tis
Britan nia Iromworcs Co., 1 Q. B. D. 618.

FRuvoLous SUIT.
The court will stay summarily as frivolous

sud vexations su action brought for couspir-

irg to make, sud makiug, false statements
about the plaintif if the defendauts corne iu
aud show that they did ail that they did as
members of a military court of inquiry, sud
in the performance of their officiai duty.-
Dawlein. v. Prince Edivard of S=.e Weiinar.
Saine v. Wy2n yard. Same v. .9tepheun.o, i
Q. B. D. 499.

~'UND IN COtIT.-See MARUIAOE SETTLEMENT.

GOOD- WILL.-See MOSîTGAGOR AND MORT-

GAGE.

INDORsE,'MEN'r OF CIIECK. - Se BILLS AND)
NOTES, 1, 2, 3.

INFANT.
B., baing of full age, promised to psy, "asu

a debt of honor," a debt contractad wheii un-
der age. Such a promise is not a "'ratifica-
tioni of the contract miade during infancy,"1
as a - debt of honuor " catnot be enforcel ait
law. -Maerd v. Osborite, 1 C. P. D. 569.

INSPECTION 0F DOCUMENTS.

Lattera written sud sent for the confidan-
tial and privata information of the solicitor
of a party in s future suit, sud having refer.
ecc to tha subject-mnatter thereof, ara not
privileged. But if they aire writtau iu reply
to the application of anch solicitor, with s
view to using the information so obtainad iii
the suit, tbe case is ctherwise.-'C'orquodale
y. Bell,*i C. P. D. 471.

IN5IJFFICIENT .4SeSETS. -ee RFsID)UARY LEOA-

TEE.

IN81URAnCE.

D. became owuer of s vessel in Dacembar,
1868, sud the plaintiff equitable mortgagea.
D. applied for insuranca on the ves'I in the
defeudant company in Jsnuary, 1860, order-
ing the policy made iii plaintiffs naine, sud
sent to hini. 'The policy, iu tha usual form,
was made in the usma of D., but sent to
plaintiff. D. did not iuforrn the defeudant
,company that the îplaintiff was equitable
mortgagee. Iu the policy, inter alia, was
this : «This is to certify that M1r. D., as
ship's.hnsbaud for the H.,. ikhereof is master
ut the present tirna D., lias this day paid £17
10s for insuraun ., . . ou said vessai. " In
Jausry, 1870, whîle the vessel ivas on a voy-
age, plaintiff took out s policy lika tha pre-
cediug, but in bis owu namae as ship's-hus-
baud, lu Marîli, 1870, plaintîid, ou applica-
tion of the detendaut coîupany, -paid the
yearly asessmeut f»r bases, snd receivad a
receipt therefor as hus6and of the said vessai.
Iu October. 1870, lie paid another. lu May,
1870, D. transferred the vassal to the plain-
tiff, who became registered Ôwuer. Vie de.

fendant company had no notice of this.
Later, D. put in a dlaim for the los of an
auchor. in November, 1870, the vessel was
loat, and in December plaintiff put in a dlaim
for the insurance. Iu January, on request of
the company, D. attended a meetiný, of the
directors to consider the dlaim. After bis
withdrawsi they resolved that there was no
dlaim. In April, 1871, another meeting was
held, wbich came to a similar resolution ; but
D. was flot notified, and the plaintiff had no
notice of either meeting. Neither 1).- nor the
plaintiff had signed, or beeu asked to aigu the
articles. The company was a limited mutual
insurauce compauy. Every person iusurîng a
ship in the compauy was a niember, provided
lie sigu cd the articles. The directors were to
manage the affairs of, and act fully for, the
company, with full power to settie disputes
betweeu members sud the company ; and no
meniber could bring suit againat the company,
except as thus provided. If any member
sold bis ship, the new owner was to have no
claim upon the cumpauy for 1088. Iuncase of
boss, the directors were to summon the owner,
niaster, or crew, as they ssw fit, aud make
inquiry as to the loas. lIeld, reversing de-
cision of the Qtieeu's Ilench, that the plaintiff
could recover. (ARCHIBALD, J., and POL-
LOCK, B., disseutiug.) Edwardq v. Th4
.Aberayrorn Mfualu Shtip Inntrance Sociely, 1
Q. B. D. 563.

JOINT DEBTOR.

The defeudants, R. snd H., who were part-
IBers, had been in the habit of consigning
gooda through the plaintiffs to B. sud S. fat
sale, the proceeds to ha remittad by B. aua
S. to the plaintifls. By au agreament i
writing between plaintiffs aud R. and H.
tbesa remittauces wara to be held topsy auy
advancas mnade hy plaintiffs ou aecount of
R. snd H.; and tha balance was to be sent to
R. and H. The practice waa for the defaud-
ants to draw on the plaintiffs, who accepted.
the drafts ; aud the defaudants âiscourited
their acceptauces. lu case the gooda wera not
aold iu season for the acceptauces to ba met,
the defendants made a new draft, whîch the
plaintiffs acceptad. Thus the plaintiffs got
new funds to meet the old accaptancas, and
the dafandauts got further tirne. This course
contiud for five years, at tha end of which
time R. snd H. dîssolved partnarship. At
that tixne thera wss gooda in the lîands of B.
sud S. for saie, snd the plaintiffs had, on the
security of them, acceptad R. sud H.'s drafts.
H. weut on ivith the business, and drew naw
drafts iu the saine msuuer, ini the nsnie of
"B.. sud H., in liquidation." A yaar after
the dissolution, H. îuformed plaintifis that R.
had withdrawn, and that lie <H.) would go on
with the business. Plaintiffs aftarwards ac-
capted R. 's drafts in the mauner aboya de-
seribed, by the discount of which they were
saved cash advancad. The action was bronght
partly for advsuces which hsd. been renawed
by "lR. sud H., in liquidation," partly for
advsnces which had licen renewad by H.'u
drsft sione, accepted by plaintiffs. Heid,
that the plaintiffs had s r iglt to treat both R.
snd H. as principal debtors, and that R. was
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