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SUPERIOR COURT.

Montreal, May le, 1878.
ToRRAijes, J.

HART et ai., v. BisâD.

DemurgeW&oking Day.
Where a rate for demurrage was stipulated in thecharter party, held, that enly working days should

be counted in estimating the dernurrage.
The action was to recover the sum of $731,

balance remaining due hy defendant on the
purchase of 529 tons of ceai. There was aise a
demand for five daye' demurrage at 29.28 per
day. The defendant cenfeseed judgment for
$731, but denied the liability te deniurrage.

TeiuuŽCa, J., eaid that under C. S. L. C. Cap.
60, the dellvery of ceai should be forty chald-
rens, or 120)000 Ibo., per day. The 529 tons
sheuid have been deiivered in ten working
days, being fromn May 15 te May 26, inclusive.
The delivery wus mot finished until May 31.
The charter party was net blnding on the
defendant, as he wvas net a Party teoit; but it
was a guide te, determine the difficuity between
the charterer and the defendant. The ship
vas te be diecharged at the rate of 50 tons each
working day, and demurrage Was te, be paid for
a longer delay at the rate ef £6 sterling per
day. Hie Honer held that this meant werking
days, and Sunday, the 27th, and Gorpu C'lriâti,
the 31st, muet therefore be ezcluded. Defend-
ant wouid have te pay for May 28, 29, and 30,
at the rate named in the charter partyy that
being a reasenable aliowance. Judgmcnt
accerdingly.

A. M.~ hart, for plaintiffs.
I. Wotherapoon, for defendant.

DIGEST 0F U. S.-DROÎSIONS.
The foilowing is a digest of the principal

decisions reperted in recent volumes of State
Reporte, the selectien being macle from the
ftiler digest in the American Law Review.
The volumes of State reports referre-d to are 53
.Alabama; 2 Delaware Chancery; 81 Illinois;
85 Indiana; 44 Iowa; 45 Maryland; 3r> Mich1 i-
San; 22 and 23 Minnesota; 57 New Ramp.
ahire; 28 New Jersey Equity . ( Stewr in
continuation of C. E. Green); 66 New york;

.77 North Carolina; 28 and 29 Ohio State; 83
IPennaylvania State; and 49 Vermont,

4 1 'ti0m.-See Coitporation, 2e 4; Jwl.çe; O
lord and- Tenapt 1 ; Qifgcr; pro«zimat'
Wit nes, 3.

Acbournment.-Where a juclicial sale is daJY
advertised to, take place on a certain dayi
is afterwar<js madle a legal holiday, the
May and should be on that day adjo1rne' t#
another.-Whîte v. Zu8t, 28 N. J. Eq. 107.

Adminitatgon.-See Ezecutor.
Adultery.-See Boidence, 7.
Advertiaement.-B.ee Tax, 6.Oel
.Agent.-1. An agent authorized te

machines with warranty, made much a sale &'l
his agency had expired, and delivered the nt
received by him in payment te his succeS8 r'
the agency, who, had no autherity te W5fTI*0
and who sent the notes te, the principal i"
out informing him by whom the sale was n*
The principal brought an action on the nt
Reld, that he ratified the sale, and was bOt 1

by the warranty....Eadte v. .Aakbaugh, 4
519.

2. Where an agent hbas a power of 5uboitl
tion, and exercises it, hie death revokes b
authority of the substitute.-Leàigh Coal
Mohr, 83 Penn. St. 228.

See Corporation, 2; .Judgmemu, i.
Animal.-A buffalo bull, which bail~

reared from a caîf on a farm, and was asta
as erdinary cattie, was lseld flot te be f'
naturoe; and an action was sustained lY
owner against one who kiiled it whilO «0
passing on his land.- Ulery v. Jouas, 81 111.403

Application of Paymmunt......ee Paymezt-
Asseament.-...ee Tax, 3.
Attachment.-See Foreign Atachment.
Attorne.-See Judqmen4 1.
.Bank.-The pewer of discounting pr m'

notes is an essential feature of a bank; 0 h
wise, of buying promissory notes; and, tbd
fore, in the case of a bank organized under a
State statuite not expressly. authorizing à ,
buy notes, it was lseld that the purchul0 %,
note by such bank was ultra me.F "
Bank v. Baldwoin, 23 Minn. 198.

Bankrupcy.-B..ee Co"uderatio,,.
.Betterment..Bee Tac, 3.
BDUIs and Nou.-See Bank; Interet.

tieInstrument'; Faymena.
Bill qI Lading.-Seo Carrier, 2.
Bona Ride Purchaaer.-..Where the P0 Ior 0

towns to subscribe for stock In ndlroad <'aý
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