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strain the defendants, who owned;a ýnilI on the river, froui li.
speding the passage of salmon up the river by lncreasing the

diversion of the water from its natural channel, into artiflal
ohmnnels for the use of thefr mill. The Court below gamted -the
in.jutïion,ôï and th oi fLordsafflrnwd thie judgront.

Sinp-CouaiON-BoTS SE"P AT PAL-IInEZNmG QUssTxoN
OF DAMLAGE BY OASGO OWlnRES--MERONIANT BSHIPPuG; ACT,
1894 (57 & 58 VICT. C. 60), sEF. 503, 504.

*Van» Eijck v. Somerville (1906) A.C. 489 wus aise an appeal
frein a Scotch Court in which the flouse of Lords (Lords Lore-
burn, L.C., and Lords James, and Robertson), reversed the Court
appealed frein. That Court had held that where a collision had
taken place between two vessels and both tihips were At
fault, and the question of liahility for damages had been settled
ini an action between the ship ownere, it was not; open te cargo
owners. thereafter to re-open the question of the amount of the
liability iniposed on the veseelsi respectively,,but the louze of
Lords have reversed the decision holding that the cargo owners
were flot concluded by the previous adjusiment made va between
the ship owners to which they were no parties.

PARtTNERSIP-PUR1IIA8E HY TWO P,%I%TNERS WITBOlUT KNOW-
LEDUE OF' À TBIBDtb-SCOPB OF PAIITIERSIP-RIGHTB. OP PART-
NERS.

rrinble v. Goldberg (1906) A.C. 494 wae an action brouglit
by a partner ggainst hie two co-partnere in the following circuin-
stances. The partnership weas formed for the pureh.se of buying
certain lands for the purpose of epeculation. Two of the part-
ners subsequently with their own fuxids bought certain other
lands in the saie neighbourhood, and for the 11ke purpose, with.
out giving their co-partner any.share therein. There was noth-
ing in the articles of part.nership te preclude the partriers fri
nalzing such purchase on their owyn accouint. The Supreme
Court of the Transvaal had neverthelese held that the purchaise
must be deemed te have been bought for the benefit of ail three
partners but the Judicijal Coninnittec of the Privy Couticil (Lords
-11alAbiury and MaenRghten, and Sir A. Wilson and Sir A.
Wills), could flnd ne groxund of law or equity to support the de-
cielen, and it was accordingly revere,


