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cancelling the policy, 'wbich, P. was not sbewn to
have h.ad.-Uendrickson v. The Queen Insurance
Co., 30 11. C. Q. B., 108.

BýANK] CflRQurs.....jJ8 d, that the holder of 8
bank cheque cannot sue the bank for refnsing
payrnlent, in the absence of proof that it- was
acce11pted by the bank, or cbarged against the
draier....The Arational Bank of the Republic'

Plinti. L Error v. Rees J. Millard, S. C. U. S.-
C'iaoLgai News.

IIL AND NOTES-Action. on a bill of ex-
change ac-cepted by J. and indorsed by tbe defen-
d'nt- Ple, tha the defendant did flot indorse.
The Plaintifl' and defendant were partriers ifl a
LSPeculation ; the defendant sold goods to J., wbo
gave himn the bill in payment; he indorsed it,
llanded it to the plaintiff, and asked bim to try
tol obtain payment from J. Ileld, that to charge
the indorser there must be an intent to stand in
that relation, and that the above facts supported
the ple», denying the indorsement.-Denton v.
Peter8, L. R. 5 Q. B. 475.

CoNTACTTI dofendants issued the follow-!Dg circular. -I We are instructed to offer to the

trheade trade for sale by tender the stock in
0rde(f E., and wbich. wili be sold at a discount

tn onelt. Payment to be made in cash. Thetners Will be received and opened at our office,"y
&o The Plaintiffs made the higbest tender, but

t endfuants refused ta accept it. Held, that
there W»,5 n contract to seil to the person wbo
ahOuld nmake the highcst tender.-Spencer Y.
.tlardling, L. R. 5 c P. 561.

The, defendant, a merchant at Liverpool, sent
tn t~ P~~iHf.~ o'nm~'in,,errliîants nt %laiîi-

0I Otder fui. jr t a Jiîîiiteo priee, viz
Ma ~ify slýip me 500 tons; . . . fifty tons

inore or le9s, of nio moment, if it ennbles you to
get a uitable vesse! . . . I should prefer the

0 Pt*Ou of' sending vessel to London, Liverpool or
the Clyde; but if that is not compassable, you
iflay ship to either Liverpool or London." lNe

'lP eta telegram, received at the same time
'9ith the letter, il If possible, the sbip to caîl for
orders for a good port in the United Kingdom."
The rPîainuiffs could obtain only 400 tons of suglir
at t'Ie' price fixed by the defendant, and tbey
ShiPPed this to London, wbere the defendant

rfedto receive it. Before tbe plaintiffs made
anY fnrther purchase of tugar, tbey received a
letttr froin the defendant countermanding bis
0 rde r. At Maieuritins it is generally impossible
to Purchaqe 8O large a quantity of sugar fr0,11
Ofle seller, niid it is generaîîy necessary to pur-~
chasoit at différent timea and in different parCelS.

.Ueld, that the defendant moant to buy an entire
qnantity of 500 tons (fi fty tons more or less), to
be sent in one vesse! ; Rrid that a smaller quantity
being sent, hie bad a rig'&lt to refuse to accept it.
(Montagne Smith, J., and Cleasby, B., dissent-
ing). (Excb. Ch.)-Jreland v. Livinqaton, L. R. 5
Q. B. 516; s.0. L. 11.2Q. B. 99; 1 Am. Law
11ev. 694.

]EAB5EMENT.-..The plaintiff was in possession of
certain land, upon which bie built copper works,
under an agreement with the defendant for a
lease. There was an understanding between
tIieii that, so long as the plaintiff was a good
custOmer of the defendant's canal, bie mighit use
the surplus water for the copper works. Ilel1d,
thnt snch an understanding was not the founda-
tion of an equitable right to the use of the water.
- 3 ýankar1 v. Tennant, L. R. 10 Eq. 141.

PF'RIciN ENLISIMNT-The 59 Geo. 111. cap.
695 sec. 7, enacts that if any person in lus.
Mnjesty's dominions shaîl, without ]cave of Ilis
Majesty first obtained, "lequip, furnish. fit ont
or artn" any vesstl to be employed "6in the ser-
vice of any foreign prince, state or poteutate, o
of any foreign colony, province, or part of ntly
Province or people, or of any person or persons
exercising or assuming to exereise any powers of
gavernment in or over any foreign state, colony,
province, or part of any province or people," as
transport or store-sbip, or to commit bogtilities
1sgainist any prince, state or potentate with whona
H'8 Majesty shaîl not be at war, the vessel shal
be forfeited. An insurrection existed in Cuba ;
8t Nassau the Salvador was supplied. with pro-
visions and water; varions munitions of war
ivere shipped, and with eighty p asseingers ont

aad.tnd cierLie a battery; w1hile there, secing
a S9panis înan-of-war passing, tbey abandoned
the vesse!, but as the man-of war passed without
seeing tbem, they took charge of ber again. The
vessel was seized on ber returit to Nassau. Ileld,
thnt there was a fitting ont or arming, within the
meaiaig of the act; and that the vessel was em-
employed in the~ service of insurgents, wlio formcd
Part of the province or people cf Cuba.-The Sal-
vador, L. R. 3 P. C. 218.

FaAUDULICNT CONvEYANE.-I. A. Ma<ie a vol-
untary settlement of certain property, after which
hie had not the means to pay bis debts. Held,
that tbe settlement conld be set aside at the suit
Of a subsequent creditor; becanse, although
there *as no actual intent to defraud or deIay
creditors, that waq its necessary effect.-FemOf
V Pope, L. R.5 Ch. 538; s. c. L. R. 9 Eq. 206;
4 Amn. Law 11ev. 707.


