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DIGEST 0p THSE ENOLISIS LAW REPORTS.

B., dissenting), that thse insurance was for a
speciflo Voyage which ended when the cargo
was discharged, and that the insurers were
flot liable. -ambdej y. Cccan Insuraue Co.,
1 Ex. D. 8.

2. Declaration to the effect that the defend-
aut was member of a mutual insurance asso-
ciation, and caused hixuseif to be insured up-
on a Certain vessel, and that the plaintiff sub-
scribed a policy on behalf of the members of
thse association in consideration of the defend-
aut's agrteing to comply with certain miles
which were to form part of the policy. By
said mules, the manager was authorized to
Amsss certain contributions upon thse mem-
bers of the association, and, in case of neglect
to pay, to sue the delinqueut member. Thse

Jlaîutiff a 8aeadasseacoti
D ution onwhesm ean:ge, hassese latcer ri.
fused to psy. Demurrer. Held, that thse
plaintiff by the ternis of thse policy was flot
personally liable ; sud that therefore there
was no consideration between the plaintiff
and defeudaut for the defeudant's promise to
psy s-id contributions. Demurrer sustained.
-E--en v. Hooper, 1 Q. B. D. 45.

3. The plaiutiff's effected insus-suce withthe defeudant on wool " in AUl or any shed or
store or station, or in transit to S, by land
Only, Or ini auj shed or store or suy wharf iu
B., until placed ou ship. " No claixu was to
be recoverable if the property iusumed was pre-
viously Or subsequently insured elsewhere,
UnIess the particulars of such insurauce should
be notified, to, the .defeudsist iu writing, sud
allowed by endorsemeut on the policy. Sub-
sequeutly the plaiutîff's eilècted ineurance on
wool "at aud froiu the River H. to s. per
abs and steamers, sud thence per shsips to
Loidon, iucludiug the misk of craft froxu the
time that the wools are first water-borue, sud
Of traussbipuent or lauding sud reshipusent
At S-" Off this insurance tlhe defeudant was
flot; uotified. It la thse practice at S. flot to
deliver wool which bas arrived for shipmeut
direct to the ship for which it is intended, but
to Couvey it to stores belonging to the steve-
dores off the ship. Receipts are then given
bY the stevedorea, which are regarded as ba-
tweeu ahip sud shipr as equivalent to themate's receipta; aud, in exchiange for tbem,
bisl of ladiug are given on demand, wbether
the wool is ln store or on board ship. Thepaintiffs forwarde&, wool frm said river to
S., aud therle made a coutract of- asfreigbtmeut

for its conveyance to Loudon lu s certain ves-
sel, sud then csused it to ba carried to the
stores belongsug to the ste'vedores of said ves-
se], who gave receipts accomding to thse above-
ineutioned practice. While in the stevedore's
store, the wool was burned. Held, that the
plaintifs could not have recovered for saidJasa frora the underwriters of the second poli-
cy; and that, as subsequeut insurance to be
within the clause iu the first policy requimingnotification thereof must ba insurauce as to a
portion of thse riaks covered by the policy aued
on, thse plaintifs wl-e entitled to recover ou
the fimat policy. -Australian AgricuUsral Co.
Y. &isadra, L. R. 10 C. P. <Ex. Ch.> 6o8.

&0 CÂRRBER 1 ; se-OFF, 3.

JUDO2MENT.-Sec MORTGAGE.

JURISDICTION.
The dlaim, of a rigbt whicb is not within

the juriadicti6n of s court to try cannot ouat
thse juriaiction of sncb court, if sncb right
cannot exist in iaw.-Hargreaves v. Diddams,L. R. 1 ( Q. B. 582. See Watkins v. Mayor,
L. R. 10 C. p. 662.

Sc AL'TON; BILLS "~D NOTES, 1.

LANDLORD AND TENANT.
Thse plaintif, who was standing iu a street

upon an iran gratîng serving thea double pur-
pouse of a coal-sboot; sud acceas of ligbt to akcitchesi, was injumed by thse grsting giving
way. A tenant wus lu possession of thse prem-
ises under su agreement by which he cove-
nanted to repeir sud keep the premises lu tan-
antable repair sud condition. Tise jury found
that the grating was in au unsafe condition
when the premises were Jet. TIsera was no.
evidence that tise Jessor bsd sny knowiedge
of tbe unsafe condition of the gratiug when
the bouse was Jet ; sud tise jury found that
thse lessor was not to bisme for not kuowing
it. Held, that the lessor was not liable for
the plaintiff's injury.-Gwinuell v. Ramner,
L &. Io C. P. 658.

Sec LEAsE, 2; SPECIFIO PERFORXMANCE, 3;
WASTE.

1.H. agreed to lasse to thse plaintiff certain.
Premises, thse Jesse to be in the forma annexed
to tIse.agreement ; sud it was provided in the
agreement that notbing therein shossld ha con-
strued as giviu to thse plaintiff a right off any
essement whbieh did flot beloi4g to LtIJreni.
ises to be demised as they then exist ,. nor
to any right of light sud air derived from,
over the bouses opposite. Subsequently H.
granted to the plaintiff a Jesse off said prem-
ises, together with thse bouse erected thereon,"suad AUl cellars, Jights, essements, wsys,
watercourses, privileges, advantages, sud ap-
purteDnces to, thse said premises beloung,"'
beiug lu tbe form aunexed to the agreement.
H. eubsequently Ieased to the defendants said
bouses opposite tIse premîses leased tise plain-
tiff; snd the defeudants puJJed the bsouse&
down:, sud began tIse erection of s uew build-
ing which was iuteuded to be of a much greatar
height tissu the bouses. Held, that thse Jease,
was coutroJJed by tise above provisions in saidagreement, sud tbat tbe plaintiff was flot eu-
titled to restrain tise erection of said building
by the defendnts-al«»,an v. gieve-, L.
R. 20 Eq. 444.

2. Thse Jessee of s building sgreed to under.
let s Portion of thse building to, tbe pJlntifr
at a mucis Jasa reut than tbe Jessea was obJiged
to psy under bis lasse. The provisions in thse
sgreem eut were substantialJy difeérent; fromn
thiose in the Jesse. Tisa lasses went into
bsnkruptcy; and tise trustee, lu pursuance of'
tise Baukrsptcy Act, discJaimed Ail intereot
in tise Jesse. By tise act, if a Jesse was dis-
claimed, it was to ha deemed to bave been
surreudered. Thse original Jessor broughtejectmnezt againat tise plaintif, Whso thson filed
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