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Of it." The deed purported to be signed,
8ealed, and delivered by the directors in the
ordinary course of business, and if that did
flot make it binding upon the deffendants, it is
dimfcult to see what would have that effect.
()11 the second point, viz., whether the brûker
had any iinplied authority to cancel the deed,
80 111 to relieve the deféndants froni liability
'nder it, the House also decided in favour of
the P!aintiffs. There was not s0 much differ-
of nion on this question. Four out of the
t e udges who delivered opinions in Ibis case

tought that the brokers cancelîntion of the
Policy without express authority from bis
PrinciPals did not release the defendants : in
Other Ivords that an agent, to rnake a contract,
4a% ne 'tfplied authority to rescind it after it

ba enr duly made by hini. Willes, J., took
a 5om11ewhat difi'erent view, holding that the

tascinbetween the broker and the defen-
den8wsneyer completcd nnd that the can-

ýlla1tion mlust be regarded as part and parcel
Of that transaction. The Lord Chancellor and
Lord Cranworth followed on this point the
?Pinion expressed by the majority of the
Judges.

SPECIAL CONSTABLES.
tThe GOvernment (of England) have issued
WO circulars with reference to the employ-

14n f sPecial constables, one of which pur-
Ports to give instruction to special constables
8' te the discharge of their duties, the other to
Prescrîbe the plan for their organization. The

l5cirular states in the following terms tbe
legal POwrers and duties of constables for sup-
Pre8lin and preventing riots and disturbances

«Every constable is called upon by the coin-
n1n a to do aIl that in himn lies for the suppres-
aion 0f Mot, and each bas atoiyto command
tat uer Oubjecta of the Queen to assist hini in

t 1t.,ndcrtakung.
afîr n cases of brenches of the pence, ns niota,
thYs assanots, and tbe like, cornmitted within

e Vlew Of the cons table, lie sbould immediately
("f"r iret giving notice of bis office, If it be

flot aire,,ykonsprt h obtns n
P.revenC hrd fromnjoining in the nffray. If tbe

Ilo i. be of n serions nature, or if the offenders

tors C-ft Y. sectiring also the principal instiga.
pbowert etreqit the turnu1tnd doingr everything in bis

hi le rnaY arresi any one aesaulting or opposingninthe execution of bis duty.

Plac "e n abreach of the pence is likely to take
tigg liwen Persona are openly preparlng to

eerted the Constable sbould tnke the parties con-
nIf into custody.Persif a Party tbreaten another with immedinte

eh 1da Violence, or offer to stike, the constable
Peacp Interfère nnd *prevent a brencb of the

0 nw a pnuo ntber, at.
Int0  1 c Sto ike th ostable should take hlm

', Itody.
stable la prov'ided by law that every special con-

"hall havep exercise and enjoy, not 0fly
lwthlu the patriah or place for whicb hie shaîl bave

Potebut 418o thrdugbont the entire

county for which the mnagistrate who sppointed
bum is justice of the pence, ail snch powers au-
thorities, and ndvantages, and be liable to aIl such
duties and responsibilities, ns any constable within
bis constablewick by virtue of the common law,
or by any statute or stattutes."-Solicitor8' Jorral.

SIMPLE CONTRÂCTS & ÂFFAIRS
OP' EV.ERY DAY LI]PE.

NOTES 0F NEW DECISIONS AND LEADINO

PUBLIC HIîoaWAY-RIGRT OP CRowN TO GRANT
-LIABILITY OF PATENTEMB AND TIEIR GRANTIEI

Foat NON. RxPAiR. - Grantee- of the Crown, of
publie bighways, are indictahie at the suit of the
public for def*ault ini repairing such highiways,
although they are also 1 hable Ù) the Crown tor
the breach of tbeir covenant to that effeat con-
tïined in the patent; and this liability foltows
and aiccompanies the transfer of the property,
so as to make the purahaser of part and mort-

gagee of the residue also indictable for the sanie
cause, altlîough it bas been eirpresàoly agreed be-
tweefl grantor and grantee that the former shail
and tbe latter shall not be bound to repair.

Semble, that an agreement by the Crown'that
the grantee mbould not, be liable to repair, oould
not, with the grant of tbe talle, bave relieved
theni froni the publie duty of nccessnry repairs.

The patent, in tbis case, granted a certain
public toll-bridge, witb n plauked and macadam-
ized tol.-road, together wltb all toîl-gates on
said road or bridge, - and now vested in us, and

the toiles arising from said bridge aud rond, on
certain conditions contaiued, &c. :" Held, that
the patent was flot ultra vires, but passed the
soil and freebold and tbe rigbt and franch-ise of
taking tolîs thereon and in respect thereof, and
that the rond! as flot at the tume wben, &o., &
Qolernmeut work, ta be repaired by Governuefit,

but by defendauts.
Held, also, that to maintein, tbe indictfle'ut

against defend.tnts, it was flot neae-loa17 that

the Government Engineer sbould firet bave con-

demfled the road hy certificate.-~Reg.ifl v. J(M8
et al., 17 U. C. C. P. t1.54.

PRINCIPAL AND AGEN2'T.-A. bad nutbority te
collect rent, and to aoutracet for the sale of pro-

Party, and to reoeitO the down paylUifts.
HeId, that .ueb authori. le-i Bot entitle hua

tO recelve payinéatle aù uwtttffl giVea fer un-
paid purihs. mnone'y.

Where eueh aui agent hid at one tume, vithout
autbority, receaved soIfO pnyUCflts on aueb mort-

gege, whlob the principal did flot publloly repu-
diite, and another mortgagor who did Dot appeat
to bave had notice af these pnyments, made a

[Vol. IV.-41


