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'the whole eigiit were sent back by him ta S.
station ta the order of W. They were again
'returned by W. ta B. station; but P. refusing.
to have anything ta do witli tiiem, tiiey
remained tliere until P.' bankruptcy on the.
i9tli of Octaber, when W. claimed them:
HeZd, upon a epecial case stated ini an action
cf trover by P.' assigne. againet the. railway
,company, in whiph the Court were ta draw
inferences of fact, that, under the circum
stances, the. transtus was neyer determined,
and consequently that the. unpaid vendor, W.,
had a riglit taestp them. .BoUonv. The Lcu-
<ca#Aùre and Yorl.Ure RcsiMW o-e Law Rep.
1 C. P. 431.

Vendor ffnd lisrclaaer.-The rule in Pla
TeaI V. Thornl#lZ 2 W. BL 1078e that, viere
a contract for the. eale of real estate goes off
in consequence of a defect in the vendor'e titi.,
the. purchaser is, not .ntitled ta damsgeefor
*Ae loas of 1he bargain, does not apply ta the.
ceue of a lease granted by one who lias no titi.
ta grant it. Lock v. Furze, Law Rep. 1 C. P.
441.

BiU of EF-ccange-icceptanc for Honor
-Forgrj..-A bill purporting ta b. drawn by
A. at Lima, upon B. at Liverpool, payable ta
the. order of C., and indorsed by C. ta b., and
by D. in blank, was presented for acceptance
ta B., by a porin, who represented hirnasf tb
b. D. B., having stapp.d payrnt: reed
to acc.pt, but gave the. person wiio presented
it a letter ta the. plaintifih, diocount-brokere in
London, witii an intimation tiiet the defend.
ant, the London correspondent of A., would
'Probably accept the bili for A.'s honrio. Tii.
plaintiffs took the. bill and B.'e letter to the.
,defendant, and lie, assuming the bill .ta be
genuine, accept.d it for the. lionor of tiie snp-
Posed draver, and the. plaintifsà tiiereupon dis-
counted it. Tii. dr#wing aud indorerents
turn.d out ta b. forgeries. In an action~ by
the. Plaintif& to recover the amunt of the bill
from the. defend*nt.:-Hçg4 tiit the defend.
ant, liaving induo.d tiie plantifsg ta part withi
the. money up>n tlhe faith of hie autiientication
of the. bill, was estopped from denying ite.
genuinenes; and, o«%b, that, the. paye.
being a fictitious Or nori.exiting p.raon, the. bill
was ta b. takec ta b. a bibl payable ta bearer.
PhiP$ Y. irn Thvni, LawR%. i C. P. 463.

Vendor and Fi.rclWeur.-By a memoran-
dtum of agreernent, A agreed to purchase from.
B certain la.nde tiierein described, and 'ail
the mines, bede and veine of oal, Mc., under
the. me, at acertain prie; and B greed to
purchase from A ail coal that lie miglit from.
time ta time require, st a fair market price:
-H14 that these were concurrent acte; and
that A. oould not eue B. for not taking the.
co", witliout averring performance or a read-
ne", ta p.rform hie part of the' agreement.
.Bankart v. Bowoea Law Rep. 1 C. P. >484.

RaUhWoe Coepany, "a=cjic -of BstZa of
Eoechamgc byé-UWta ef sa-Iti not campe-
tent ta a company incorporat.d in the usu"
way for the formation and working of a rail-
way, to dzaw, accept or indorse bille of ex-
change; and tIi, question je prop.rly raied
by a plua deny'ing the &ocpptance, though the
acceptance was given by order of the. directors,
and under the, common seal of the company.-
Ene, C. J., obeerved : IlThese were actions
by the indorsees against the acceptore of seve-
rai bille ofexoliange. The defendante pleaded
in each action that they did not aocept. It
appeared. that the defendante are a company
incorporated by an act, 22 & 23 Vict. c. 63p
for the. purpose of making and working a rail-
way in Wales. The question ie whether thie
company, b.ing a corporatipn created'for the
specifle purpoise of makimg a rala, ceai
1awfully bind itiel! by accepting a bill of
exchange. I arn of opinion th.at it cannot.
The bill of exohange 5.8 a cauee of action, a
contract by itaelf, 'which binde the acceptar ini
the. bande of any indorsee for value; and 1
eonceive it wonld b. altagether contrary ta
the principles of the. law whieI regniates sucii
instrumente, that tiiey eliould b. valid or flot
according as the coiisideration b.tween the
original parties was good or bad,--or whether,
in the case of a corporation, the. çonsideration
in respect of which the, acceptance je given, je
sufficiezntIy connected witii the. pirpome for
which the, 4cceptor are incorporated. It
would b. i4convenient ta the lust degrej if
euhi an inquiry could b. gene into. -Sçnie
bille miglit be giveu for a consideration Which
vau valid, aq for workc don. for the copipany,
and otiiers a a eecurity for money obtained
on a loan b.yond their borrowing powers. It
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