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RICENT ENGLIsH DatCISION9.

L became bankrupt, and M died. the lossor
nover oxercised his option to determine the
jease. It was hold by the Houso of Lords
<reversing the decision of the %:ourt of Session)
that by the terma of the. covenant the lessees
were joinly and severaiiy liable for ront, irre-
ilpective of their interest, and that after M's
doath his representatives, though thoy had no
interest as tenants, remained liable for rent
during the curroncy of the. lease.

WML-l'OWES OAmATZO >J'1ER WILL- PPOI.STMUWr 1UT
OBN»RAL BNîQUIEST-7 WUz IV. &~ 1 'lIe, 0. 20, S.L 23,
24, 27 (a. 8. 00 0,s.B,2,2>

In Airey v. Botwer, z App. Cas. 263, the
House of Lords (affRrming a decision of the
Court of Appeal) beld that when a testatrix
wbo had a general power of appointaient over
the A property, by ber wiii madle ini 1854, after
specific devises and bequests, devised and be-
queafhed the. residue of her estate to X, and
afterwards, she, by a' deed poil inii 155, ap.
pointed the. A property upon such trusts as
she, by deed or ber last will, Il sionld, froin
tirne to time, or at any tiîne thereafter, direct
or appoint," and, in defauit of appointmient,
in trust for Y;* and the testatrix died inl 1857
witbout baving altered her ivili of 1854: that
sundev the 7 W'11. IV. & I Viot. c. 26, ss. 23, 24t

27 (R. S. 0. c. io6, ss. 2,ý 26, 29), the wili
operated as an exercise of the power reserved
by the subsequent deed poil and passed the
property to X. Boyes v. Cook, ý4 Chy. D). 53,
was approved.

PRINCIPAL AlND AGENT-CONTIÂCT WITH AGENT F'OI&
UDIBCLOSE13 PRINCIPAL -SET AVP AGAINST PINCIPAL

OF DE]JT DUR BT AGENT -EtTO'PPNL.

The oniy other case in thus number of the
.sppeai cases is Cooke v. Eshelby, 12 App. Cas.
271, îvhich is an important decision ou a point
of commercial iaw. Livesy & Co., a flrmn of
brokers, nold cotton to th. appellant C. in
their own natnes, but realiy on behalf of au
undisclosed principal. The appellant knew
that Livesy & Co. were iii the. lhabit of dealing
both for principals, and on their own account,
but had no belle" and macle no inquiries, as to
,whether they madle tlhe contract as principals
-or agents. The principals brought the present
action to recover the price of the cotton, and
the appellont claimed the right to set off a
debt due by Livesy & Co. to hirm; but the
House of Lords (affirming the decision of the

Court of Appeai) held that ho was flot entitled
to do this. Lord Watson thns states the
rosuit of the cases

. .I order ta sustain tii. defonce pleadod
by the appolantý at nsfot enough to show that the.
agent soî the good it.) n his own naine. It iiiust ho
.h3w t. hosId the goods as his own, or, in
other words, that the circurnutances attending the
sale were calculated ao itiduce, and did induce, in
the mind of the. urcàaser a.reasonable belief that
the agent wvas seîllng on his own account, a.kd flot
for an undisciosed principal; and it mnuat aso a-
shown thiat the agent wss enabidd to appoar as the
real contracting party by the conduct or by the
authority, express or impulied, of tho principal.
The mile thus explained us intelligiblo and just:
and I agree witku Bowen, L, J., that it rests upon
tii. doctrine of estoppel.

The Zai Reports for June comprise
18 Q. B. D. pp. 657-827; 12 P. D. pp.
137-144: and 35 Cliy. D. pp. i-ig0.

PORT.NUPTIAL uI§TTL&Mt;T'-SOauuqcY OF SETTLORt AT
DA.'TE OF BETTLEbtSNT,

The. bankruptcy case ot In re Lowndes, xS
Q. B. D. 677, is r'eserviuig of notice. This was
an application under the Bankieuptcy Act, 1883,
s. 47, to set asid. a post nuptial settiement
within ten years of its execution, and it ap-
peared that if the. life interest reserved ta the
settior were taken into accounit, h. wvaq able to
pay bis debts at the date of the settiement, but
that if it were flot taken into account, ho wvas
insolvent; and it was heid by Matbew a-ad
Cave, jj., that the settlor's life intcrest ougbt
to h. taken into account in estimatiug his
solvency, and that the. settiemnent was there-
"I)re valid against the trustee in bankruptcy.

MASTER ANI) SEETVANT - MPLOYERli LIAIiLITY ACT
188(>-OTHERWiRE IINGAGED IN MANIUAL LABJOUR"'-
DRIVERi 0F TIiAM CAil-49 Vhor. 0, U., S. 2, su. 3 (0.).

Cook v. Tuc North ilet ropolitire Tranmays Co..
18 Q. B. D). 683, wvas an action under the Em-
ployers Liability Act, uSho, brougbit by the.
driver of a tram car for injuries sustained hy
him through faiing into a bole in the floor of
a sbed in whicb tbe defendants' cars were
kept ; and tii. question %vas %viiether the plain.
tiff wvas a Il %orkman ' within tV. "ý Ieaniuig of
the Act, which provided that thc ierîn should
include any persan who being a labourer, ser-
vant in husbandry, journeyman, artificer,
handicraftsman, miner, or otherwise engaged
in manual labour, has entered into, or works
under, a contract with an employer. The
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