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into pos4ession of the premisem under an agreernent of tenancy
dlated May 9, 1904, "for a perind of twelve months with the op-
tion o! a lease after the aforesaid time at the rentai of £30 per
annum." Soine t1hue before the expiry o! the twelve months the
plaintiff denianded delivery o! possession on May 9, 1905. The
defendant refused to go ont and claimed that under the agee-
ment he was entitled to a !urther lease for the period of at least
one year. The judge at the trial so held, and dismissed the acthin.
On appel tû a Divisional Court (Kennedy and Lawrence, 4J.)
this decision was afflrined, Kennedy, J., however, inclining to the
opinion that the defendant might have claimed a lease for lus
life, Lawrence, J., thouglit that the words ''£30 per annum''9
àhewed that the additional terni was contenîplated by the parties
to be et least for one year.

l'ARTNERSHIP--ASSIGNM,-ENT 0F BOOX DEBTS BY ONE MEMI3ER OP"
A PIRU-OOERFY 0P PARTNES 'SNAME-VALIDITY 0P ASSIGN-
MENT.

Iro Briggs &. Co. (1906) 2 K.B. 209 although a batik-
ruiptcy case involves a point of partner.9hip law of general intei'-
est. Trhe facts were simple. One of two, pRrtners of a flim oxv-
cuted, an assignment of the book debts of the lrin in fav-
nitr of a creditor of the firni to secure a deht, and sigiled
the deed iii his individual. naie, and also (without auithor-
ity) in the name of his partner. Bigham, J., held that
notwithstanding the forgery, the assignmnent was ail 'ffeet.
ual transfer of the debts as an equitable assigninent beenus('
it waR within s. 6 of the Partiuership Act. 1890. a n act or inistrui-
ment relating to the business of the firin, and donie in a manner
shewing an intention to bind the flrm by a partner, who, by
reason of the partnershîp, had aiithority to bind the flinu. '
Partnership Apt, thouigh not yet enacted in Ontario, wc believo

ion thîs point, merely declaratory of the existing law of
Ontario.

PRACTYCE - Di800vERY -PRODUCTiON 0F IX>CUMENTs - REPORT
MADE TO PARTIES FOR WHOSE BENEFIT ACTION I5 CARRIE> ON-
NoINAî, PLAINTIFFS.

In Nelsoii v. Nelson (1906) 2 KR13 217 the action was bronglit
by cargo owners aga.inst shipowners for breach of warranty (if
seaworthiness. The plaintiffs were insured aga.inst loss, and
after the commencement of the action the insurars paid the


