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MA.GIBTRÂTES, MUTNICIPAL,
INSOLVENOY & SOHOOL LAW.

NOTES 0F NEW DECISIONS AND) LEADINO
CASES.

BAi;KcupTT-EnEzcT or ENGiisEi CoMposi-
TioN DEBU) ini CoLony.-Whero a debt arises ini
a country over wbiob the Logisiatureo f another
country has paramocunt juriediction, a discharge
by the law of the. latter may b. effeatual in bath
countries.

T herefors, where a debt arase in Canada undor
a contract ta be performed thers, and ths debtor
obtained a disoharge hors under the Bankrnptcy
Act, 1861.

Held, that such discharge wau au answsr ta
an English action on the contract, for it was a
diacharge of an original debt, binding in Canada
as well as bers.

But, wbere the action hors was on a judgment
Obtained on snob contract in Canada.

ll.ld. that a uimilar disobarge obtained hors
after brsaoh,9 but befai s judgment ln Canada,
,ras no answer ta the action, for the Canadian
judgment was final between the parties, and the
defendant was estopped from saying that the dis
charge might have been pleaded thers -M7t y.
3l(cHenry. £lhsg and another v. Moffmny, 19 W.
Il.C. P. 603; 7 C. L. J. N. 8. [62.

TOLLOSTATUT.-By 3 Oea. 4, c. 126, s. 82,
Persons going ta, or returning from, "1their usual

'Place of religions worship" are oxsmpted from,
ail toil on turnpikes. A miaister of the. Primitive
I.Iethodi@t Connexion had aissignsd ta him, by the
Permons baving authorlty, the services at P. on
thres Sunday. in a quarter, snd at four other
Places on other Sundays. Hetd. that ho was
exempt from tol ln golDg te and roturnlng from
P. on ths three Sondays indiestsd.-8mith v.
,8ante, L. R 6 Q. B. Id.

BJI)PLIE COIqTRACTIB & APFPAIRS
OP? RVEIRY DAY LIFH.

XOTES 0F NEW DECISIONS AND LEADING
CASES.

RIAI II?IATION-FaOu»CI INUTlUT, ADOPTION
0 ~Afbrged instrument cannôt bo. ratifled by

tePersan whose nams is forged, and ho cannaI
*dapt it no as ta Malte bimsif hiable therson:

J. owod the plaintif £20, and sent ta Mim
-apromissory note for tuat &Mount, which P'ar-
POeted ta bear, and wau bslieved by the plaintif
to bear, the signatures af J and the defendant,

Vh as J.'is brother-in-law.
Ilefore the note becamo due the plaintifmet

te 'defen<drt and mentioned the note t0 hilm.

110 denied the. signature te ho bi@, and the
Plaintif thereupon said tbat it muet be a
forgery of J.,s, and ho would cOnsuît a lawyer
with the view of taking crimînal praceeding@
agatinsu him. The defendant beggsd the. plaintif
not ta do so. and saxd ho vouid rather pay the
MOuOy than that the plaintif should do so. Tiie
plaintif thon sald that ho muet have It [n writ-
ing; and that, If tiie dofondant would aigu a
memorandum, ho would take it. Tbe defendant
ther'eupon signed a document admitting bimsef
ta ho rospansible ta the plaintif for the amount
of the. Date.

R161d, (by Kelly, C.B., Chanuell aud Pigott,
IBB.). fira, that the faregolng document vas na
ratification of the forgod pramissory note, b ut
00 agreement an the. part of the defendant ta
treat the note as bis own and ta beoome hiable
U1POri 1t, lu sansideration ibat the plaintif would
forbear ta prasocuto J., and that this agreement
W&S againet public policy and void, se founded
upanU an illegal consideration; and, seoondly,
that the forogoing document was no ratification,
ianuonh as the aot done-that lu, the. forged
Signature ta the note-was Iliegal and void, and
that, altbough a vaidablo uot might ho ratified
bY miatter subsoquont, it vas othorvise viion an
sot Vas ariginaliy and lu its Inooption void.

HcWl, (by Martin, B.) that the above dncu-
on'et Vag a good and valid ratification of the
forged ntt, aud that the defondant was hiable
t0 Psy ta the plaintif the amount thereof.-
Brook v. Hook, 19 W. R. Exoh. Ch. 608; 7 C. L.
1. N. 8. 168.

L&UELOI» AxD TENANT-I. D. vas a lesses
for Yesrs at a ront payable quarterly, and 8. vas-
nlortgagee of the reversion ; o., having no notice
Of tbe mortgge, paid ta bis lossor*the aMont
oftwoV quarters' rent befaro-any of il wau due;
*ftelrvarde snd before rent-day thé. mortgagee
gavle hlm -notice to pay th. rent ta hlm. IIeW,
t6at lb. transaction betveon D. and tii. lessor
vas Dot a payment of ront due, and that D. muet
Psy the. vent te tb. mortgage.-DO NichoUh v.
S4utuders, L. R. 6 C. P. 689.

2. Covunant ln a basse that the lossars would at
.11 tilDes during the domino maintain snd keep
t.he main walîs, main timbers, and roofs lu good
and substantial, repair, order, and condition.
Rded (M4auTI, B., dissentlflg), that an action an
tii. cMenant coud ual b. brought againet the
Woiso without notice Of tb. vant of ropairs.-
Nakin y. WatlUmon, L. R. 6 Ex. 26; 7 C. L. J.

8. A debtor amsgnod by dood, for the. benefit
of hlà oreditora, id; bis personal e&tt ta the
defendant, who oxeouted the deed and aotod
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