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but payments up to a certain percentage of
the work dons miglit be made on the certifi-
cato of the owner's engineer. Au to castings,
payment might b. made te within twenty-five
tons of the whole aniount furnished to the
time of sncb payment, the engineer to certify
approximately the amount no lurniehed, from,
time te time, ais a basis of payments ; but the
ownsrs were neyer to b. lisible for more weight
than ;vas speçifled in the drawings making part
of the contract. The contracture found it net
feasible to cast certain mouldings of the weight
apecilied, and, after stating the case to the
owner, made thsm heavier, and the ergineer,
in hie retez-n certificate, rsturuced the %veight
furnished, as thus increased. In an action by
the contractors, for extras beyond the con-
tract, by reason of these heavier castings,
held, that no recevery could be had beyond
the contract price ; the certificats of the. en.
gineer, made with reference to the payments,
did not azueunt te a written order authorizing
alterations under the contract. - The 'iharsie
Silphtr &L Copper Co. v. M'Edroy, 3 App.
Cas. 1040.

Ses S.&iZ, 1 ; SOLICITOR, 3.

CoNTRziBuToRiy.-See COMPANT, 1, 3, 4, 5.

CONVICRezez.-See VENDOR AND PURCHASER.

Cos"S.
1. The Court of Appeals AeId that a bill for

ahort-hand notes of proceedings on a hearing
beforo the Vice-Chancellor could not b. ai.
lowed under a gêneral order for conte, notwitb.
standing that the solicitors of the parties had
agreed to have the bill inoluded.-Aakworth v.
(Jutram, 9 Ch. D. 483.

2. Brief copies of short-hand notes for the
Une of, counsel, on a reference, will not be al-
lowed unddr an ordinary order for conts, whers
net specially nientionied, and in the absenice of
any agreemnent of the parties. - Wello v. Yi/te
MitcAam «£ Wimbledona Diàtrict Gaa Light Co.,
4 Ex. P. 1.

Ses HU.TBAND AND Wzz-E; SOLICITOR, ~
ÇOVEKNANT.

The trustees for mals of a mamsien-house and
land connected seld, in 1845, two piecei
thereof te S., who covenantud with the. trus.
tees andi their assipa not te build on the lands
within a certain distance of a rosid leading "te
the mansion-house and property belonging te
ths said trusitees," and nmade certain other
Covenants, Iooking, as the trustees asserted, to
the preservation of the whole property for
purposes ef î>rivate residencets; but it was net
Stated that the covenanta were f ur that pur-
Pose. The trustons. afterwards el other
Pieces under similar conditions. In 1854, the
the-trustees sold the mansion-house catate te
B., and in 1870 his devisees sold it te the
1laintiffe. These convoyances contained ne
Devrenants like thos in th@ deeda te S., but
Ooitained otýher restrictive covenants. .They
did nlot refer te the conveyanoes te 8., nor te
auy of the other conveyanoea. Meantime, the
devise. of S. sold a part of his purchase to G.,

'Wbo ini turu seld te the Mefndants. The deed
to G. oontained substantially the saine cove-

nants as were found in the deed of the trus-
tees to S. The plaintiffa sued the defendants,
on the original covenants, for carrying on
manufacturing on their property in violation
of the covenîants, b ywhich the mansson.house
wau injured, and the whole property dimin-
ished in value for private res'idences. There
had been nothing said, when B. bouglit of the
trustees or ëold to the plaintÎifs, about the
purchasers having the benefit of the cove-
nants made by S. with the trustees. Held,
that the plaintiffs could not sue the defendants
on the original covenants in the deeda to S.,
aithongli thsy were the assigne of the trustees.
-lenalif V. Cowlighaw, 9 Ch. D. 125.

Sec LEÂSE; MORTGÂOE, 1; SETrLEMEÇTI, 3.

CREDITOR.-See FRAUDULENT CONvECYÂACIL

CiRimiNÂL, REWARD FOR APFREHENSION 01.ý

G. committed forgsry and absconded, and
a reward was offsred by the defendants. The
handbifls stat-ed the facts, and that £200 re-
ward would be paid "1te any person or persona

giving snobh information to A., superintendent
Of policeat D., or to H., superintendent of
police at W., ais will lead to the apprehension
of the said G." The plaintiff was chief con-
stable at E., and a rnq.n prssented hizussîf
there before hiin, and said, "Vone hold a war-
rant for me; 1 amn wanted for :forgsry."
P.laintiff asked his namne, and the reply wus,
"VoYnu know aiready and hold a warrant."
Plaintiff thought themnan was drunk, left him
alone il, a priate roozu, And examined a news-
paper, wheteè lie found the advertaement
- G. wantd for forgery, " and, getting the
man to remove hisà bat, recognized lii, fromn
the description, to be G. Thereuipon hie tele-
graphsd to A. at D. , "lDo yen hold warrant
for apprehiension of G. for forgery?" The re-

pl was 1I still hold warrantfr Gan

should like him, te be apprehended." Plain-
tiff then Ilapprshended " G., and lie was con-
victed. Held, that plaiDtiff was not entitled
to, the reward, as G. surrendered hinself.-
Bent v. WValsjîeld Bank, 4 C. P. D. 1.

DAMAOES. -See 1FEGLJGICNCE, 1 ; VENDOR AND

PURCHÂSE£R, t.

DYBECNTUI RE STOCK.
11 Debenture stock [Î. e. preferred stock] in a

charge on the net profits and eurnings of a
tradinmg corporation and is neo more land, tene-
ment, or hereditament, or any interest in land,
tenement, or hereditamemît, or charge or iii-
cninbrance affecting land, tenemnent, or hers-
ditament, than the share stock in sucli corpo-
ration is,or a bond or otherdebt due frein a mnan
who has get rual property is. " Semble also
the saine s to debentures. .Ashtoni v. Lang-
date, 4 DeG. & Sm. 402; and Ch4andler v.
Iiosuell, 4 Chi. D. 651, overruled.-Atiree v.
Iiawe, 9 Ch. D. 337.

DELAY.--See FRAUDULENT Co.NVETCE; DI

JUSCTIO.N, 1.

DI Ecvoa.-Sea COMdPÀNY, 2, 3, 4, 6.

DoawîcmLu.
A Frenohman came te, England in 1844,
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