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the terms of the power, that is, wherever by comparing the act
done by the agent with the words of the power the act is in
itself warrahted by.the ternis. xsed, such act is binding on the
constituent as to ail persons dealing in good faith with the agent;

'ý,sch persons are flot bound to inquire into facts. ... The
apparent authority is the real authority." Perhaps to the words

good faith " should be added "and for value," which, we take
it, is also a necessary element.

PAYMBIRT 1-O SUSPEN-9P ACCOUNT WITH cxstDroI-EFFicTi oie.

In Contiercial Batik v. Official A ssigntee of JVilson Estate, (1893)
A.C. 181, it becanie necessary to determine, in bankruptcy pro-
ceedings, what was the legal effect of a debtor having paid to his
creditor a suin of money to be held by the latter to the credit of
a suspense account, but with powver to the creditor to appro-
priate the saine whenever he thought fit to the discharge pro tattto
of the debt due by the debtor. Their lordships of the Judicial
Cornmittee were unable to, agree with the Supreme Court of New
South Wales, and decided that until actual appropriation by the
creditor the surn so deposited was not to a payment on account
of the debt, and that the appellants were conse4uently entitled
to prove f, .the full arnount of their debt, irrespective of the suni
to the credit of the suspense account, against the estate of a
bankrupt surety who was not a party to the agreemnent.

PRAu''ixcE-APiEAYL--P1.A!iI'It'S" RIMIT TO AIIPFi.A-AIIPPALA[il.N AMOU NT, 110W
T'O 13E ASCERTMANEL).

Mohideeni v. PitcheY, (1893) A.C. 193, was an action to recover
property valiied at Rs. 4050, and also rnesne profits which
brought the total anount claimed up to Rs. 5850-the amount for
which an appeal will lie is Rs. 5000. The court below refused
leave to appeal on the ground that the value of the property in
dispute was only Rs. 405o, but the Privy Council held that the
mesne profits clairned miust also be taken into account, and that
the plaintiffs v,ýere therefore entitled to appeal.

Auguat nurnbers continued from p. 558, ante:

IACTICIC-Dl)SCOVERY-NSPECTION OF oocu MNNTS-WINÇflNG U i'-EXAMINATIOiN
OF WITNESSES UNDER l'Hg COMPANIES ACT, 1862, S. 113 (R.S.C., c. sag, s. Si).

Nortit Australiatn Territo>y Co. v. Goldsborough, (1893) 2 Ch.
381, wvas an action brought by Lhe liquidators of the plaintiff
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