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DIGEST 0F ENGLIsI! LAW REPORTS.

to be the custom of tise spirit trade of Liver-
Pool for a purchaser to allow lis gonds to re-
Main in the vendor's warehouse after they
bhad been paid for, until required hy the pur-
c-haser for use. Hcld, that said custom exclu-
ded the presumption Pthat said butts belonged
te C.,' and that they did not pasa to his trus-
tee in bankruptcy.-.Ex parte Watkin4, In re
OOU.ton, L. R. 8 Ch. 520.

4. The bankrupts owe P. a certain cash
'balance at the time of their bankruptcy.
Býills in part-payment had been acceepted by
the bankrupts and negotiated by P. and
'Proved by the holder. P. ha'd acceptetl also
bis for the bankrupts for a consideration
Which had failed, and tise bis were in the
bands of third parties who had proved them.
.Ield, that P. could only prove for the cash
balance less 'tie amount of the bills given in
Part-payflent thereof. -Ee parte, Macredie.

hire (iharles, L. R. 8 Ch. 535.
b. H. agreed to supply steaîn-power to S.

for driviîsg looms for twenty-one years at a
certain rent for each loomr payable in advance.
Tise agreemnent mnight be terininated at H. 's
ODption in case of bankruptcy of S. S. suis-
8equeîîtiy assigned thse benefit of bis agree.
nment to WV. H. then xnortgaged bis mili,
Conitainiîsg the steam-power, and tise rnortgra-
gee took possession andI refîîsed to supply WV.
weith steaîn-power ; and, in consequence, W.
Weas obliged to pay a certain increased rent
for stepns-power. H. became bankrupt.
.Ield, tlat.said. agreemnent was not unilateral,
and that tise damages were capable of being
e8timated and could be proved in tihe bank-
FuPtcv proceedins.-Ex parte Waters. Ini
re lyle, L. R. 8 Ch. 563.

See LIMITATION ; PARTNERSHII', 2;TRo-
VER.

'1PQ'UIEST -See APPOINTIMENT ; CHARITY;
CLIASS ; CONDITION ; EviDENcE; LI?.Ii-

TATION ; TRUcST ; UNDUE INFLUENCE;
VESTED) INTEREST.

BILL IN EQUITY.

Tise 'Plaintiffs hrought a bill to restrain tise
defendants from issuing a prospectus of a
lnritedl company to be fornsed to carry on

aucetion assd land-agency business. The bill
alleged facts showing that said prospectus wvas
calculaited to make the public believe that said
')usinses., of tise defendants was tise business
c5r1ied on by tise plaintiffs' welknown firm.
Tise bill tîjen stated that one of tise defeiîdants
had been coînmitted for trial oîs tise charge of
a'ttelnPtilig to defraud liy false chsecks ; and
tisat a correct report of the trial appeared iu

teTpea copy of whiich was aîînexed
that tise money in respect of wluich sasd
Cissrge was mnade wss subsequently paid by a
relative and said prosecution abandoned.
11e14 tisat tise bill was scanda1ous. -Christie

'e h"tie, L. R. 8 Ch. 499.

BnILLs AND NOTES.

Deelaration upon a bill of excisange payable
four Inoîiths after date. Plea traversing ac-
e'tance. leld, tisat under said piea tise

defendant miglit show that the original date
of the bill had been altered to a later date. -
Ilirschman v. Budd, L. R. 8 Ex. 171.

See BANKRUPTCY, 4.

BLÂNK.-See CLÂsS.

BOND.-See PRINCIPAL AND SITRETY.

CANý,CELLATIO-;.-SeC WILL, 7.

CARGO. -Se FREIGIIT; Li-EN, 1.

CARRIER.

By agreement between the defendant rail-
1way and the G. N. Railway it was provided
that there should be a conspiete interchange
of traffie from ail parts of one company to al
parts of the other, the stock of the two com-
panies being treated as one stock ;and that
the two companies shouid aid eacli other in
every possible way as if the whole concernis of
both cnompanies were amalgamated. The G.
N. Bailway received a cow from thse plaintiff
to be conveyed to S., a place upon thse de-
fendant's line, nnder a contract whichl pro-
vided that the G. N. Riilway shoild not be
liable for injury caused by the kicking, plung-
ing. or restiveness of the cow. On arriving
at S., the defendant's porter began to un rasten
thse railway truck to let thse cow out, but was
warnied by 'tIe plaintiff not to .do so. Thse
cowv was let ont into a cow-pen, jurnped out of
tise pen, ani was killed. Hcld, first, that
tise action was rightly broughit agaixsst the
defendant, as uder the above agreement ft
W&s eithier rpartner with tise G. N. Railway
Company or tise latter conspany was actinlg as
agent of thse defendant in making said con-
tract withl the plaintiiff and, secondly, that
the defenlant was liable for want of reasonà-
able care in delivering sait cow, notwithstand-
îng the terms of said contract ;and that, as
a matter of fact, the defendant'5 porter
was guilty of negligence in letting thse cow
Ont of the trtsck as above.-Gill v. Malchz:-
ter Railway Co., L. R. 8 Q. B. 186.

See RAILWAY.

CHARITY.

A testator dlevised certain houses to a cor-
poration "for this intent and purpose, and
upon this conditioli," that it should yeariy
distribute £8 in. certain charities ;and he
directed that the rest of tise profits of the
bouses should ho bestowed upon repairs ; and
in Case the corporation should leave any of
these things undone, then the tcstator's next
of kmn were to enter and hold the houses upon
the sanie condition. At the testator's death
the annual value of the property was £95. 4,
aud its p)resent wvas £330. lIn 179n, over 200
years after the date of tise wi1l, tise corpora-
tion purchased land adjoining the devised
premnises, and the two estates were throWf
together and built over, and 110W foiined one
set of preinises. Flcld, first, that the whole,
of said inereased. annual value was applicable
to, charitable pupssUecnita said

laund purchssed by said corporation belongeld
to it, and that tisere must be a separaton and
division of the two pieces of lanid, Or an aP-
portionment of the rents arisiiig therefrom.


