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bank to pay the chieck. By cuistoni of Lon-
don bankers, a forteign check is sent direct
to the banker upon whomi it is drawn if the
London banker lias no agent at the place
where the check is payable. Checks drawn
on bankers at Jersey are considered foreigu
checks. Held, that there liad heeui no such
ladhes on the part of B. as to make the clieck
hîs own.-Heywood v. Pickering,.L. R. 9 Q
B. 428.

COMMON CARRER.-&e CARRIER.

COMPAN...SCe MUTUAL INSUIIANCE COMPANY;
PRIORITY.

QONDITION.-See VENDOR AND PUTRCHÂSER, 2.
C!ONDITIONAL Girr.-See LEGÂCY, 1.
CONDITIONÂL LIMITATION.

A testator devised an estate, in trust for lisiliece for life, remainder to the use of lier first
and other sons successively in tait male, with a

roviso that so soon as any person sliould
ecome entitled in possession after the death

of said niece, such person should forthwith
take tlie testator's naine and arms ; and in
çase*of negleet so to do for twelve months,4then
sucli person's estate sliould cease, and the
testatoi's estate should go to the person next
entitled in reinainder under tie wiil. A ten-
ant in tait rernained in possession over twenty
years withiout taking the testator's name and
amius, and on lis deati tlie next reinainder-
rnan failed to comply with said requirements
througi ignorance of lus rights under the
li. Hcld, that tlie remainder.man's estate

was forfeited ; also that the tenant in tait had
,lot acquired titie by adverse possession under
8 & 4 %ViiI. c. 27, § 4.-Astley v. .Earl of
-Essex, L. R. 18 Eq. 290.

OONTRCT.

Tie defendant agreed to sell the plaintif,at a certain price per ton, tîvo lin red tons
Of potatoes grown on the defendant's land.
The defendant plantedl land amply sufficient
to grow more than the two liundred tons iu
au average year. but the bligit appeared and
tie defendant could deliver but eighty
tons. The plaintiff brougit an action for
ilon-delivery of one liundred and twenty tons
Of tie potatoca. Held, that as the co'ntract
w~as to deliver a specifie crop of potatoes froin
a specifie piece of land, there was an implied
COriditioxi that if delivery became imposiible
OWing to tie potatoes perishing without the
defendant's fault, tic defendant should be
eXciîsed. Judgment for defetidant.-Howell
V. Coupland, L. R. 9 Q. B3. 464.

ONVERSION 0F REÂLTY INTO PERSONALTY.
Trustees lield certain real estate in trust for

two persons, one an infant, as tenants in
cOmmnon in tait, with cross remainders be-
tlveen them. A suit was instituted by the
tMlstees againet the cestuis que trust for ad-
131ilistration of the trusts, and a decrec made
*itli consent of the aduit defendaut that
91te estate sliould be sotd. Sale was accord-
11191Y made, tie purchase-money paid into
COUrt, and haif of the money subsequently

paid to the adîuit. The infant died witiorzt
issue. The aduit thin barred bis estate tait,
and claimed to be entitled absolutely to both
moieties of tie fund. Held, that the moiety
of the fund in court went to the legal repre.
sentative of the infant .- teed v.Preece, L. R.
18 Eq. 192.

COPYRIGHT.
H. wrote and published. a novel, which he

afterward dramatized H. assigned the
drama to tie plaintiff, but it wus neyer pub-
lished or represented on tlie stage. G. also
dramatized. the novel in ignorance of H1.'s
dramatization, and assigned h la drama to the
defendant, wio represented it on the stage.
Held, tiat the defendant was uîot liable for
representing G. 's draina. Two parties may
dramatize the saine novel.-Tooe v. Young,
L. R. 9 Q. B. 523.

COVENANT. -See EASEMENT ; LÂNDLORD AND

TENANT.
CREDIITOR.-Ses- ELEGIT.
CRIMINÂL Liw. -Sec MALICIOUS INJURY.

DÂMÂGES.
The plaintiffs contracted to fnrnish a Rus-

sian railway compaîîy 1000 waggons by a cer-
tain day, witli a penîalty of two roubles per
waggon for each day's delay in deiivering
tliem. The defendants contracted to, furnish
the plaintiffs wheels according to tracings,
and were inforrned that the wieels were
wanted to conîplete wagg>ns whiei thc
plaintiffs were bound to deliver' a Russian
company under penalties, but neither the
amount of the penalties nor the day of de-
livery were mentioned. The wheels were not
delivered, and the penalties were incurred, hut
tic company remitted otue-haif the penalties,
and the plaintiffs forfeited £100. The jury
found the damages at £101). Held, that the
jury miglit rea.sonably assess tlie damages at
the above sain. ht seerns tlîat the penalties
incurred by the plaintiffs could not be re-
covcred as suclu froin the defendants. .-Elbinqer
Actien-Oesellsdwuffi v. Armsntrong, L.& 9 Q. B.
473.

DEFÂMATION.

An untrue statement disparaging a man's
goods, pubiislied without iawfnl occasion and
causing hion special damage, is actionable.-
Western Comnties .lanure V'O. v. 1awes Chffm-
ical Co., L. R. 9 Ex. 218.

DEVASTÂVIT.-Se LEGACY, 3.

DEvisE,.-See ADVERSE POSSESSION; INTEREST;
LEGACY ; WILL, 6.

DissEisiN.-Se4 ADVERSE POSSESSION.;; CON-
DITIONÂAL LIMITATION.

DISTRES8.

Two tenants in common mortgaged an estate
wiich tliey hld as tenants iu common, tu
secure a debht whicli they jointly and severally
covenanted to, pay, and they separately attoiii-
ed to tlie mortgagee a portion of the estate
jointly occupied by themn as partuers. Held,
that the mortgagee couId not aistraili iil the
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