
ciprogresel of the work ari8ing from the acts of Poisr oeTai ihu nosmnlany Of Her Maje8tY'8g agents; and it je agreed ýos0y -arany-qfe ihoendre"that, in the event of any such delay, the Hl:-Weeant ofara tLa hir pr
"contractor shall have such further time for i el:. rananteos tid at"the completion of the work as may be fixed s rnferrd for valuable security, beingin that behaif by the Min jeter." given mn payment of goode purchased, andHeld, that this clause covered delay by the note je flot endorsed by the transferor,the Governnient's engineer in causing an .a warranty je implied that the maker je notinspection to be made of certain materjal insolvent to the knowledge of the transferor.whereby the suppliant suffered loseq. 2. If it be proved that the maker of theW. .Pugsley, Q. C., for supplian c; note was insolvent to the knowledge of theW. B. A. Ritchie for respondent. transferor, the party who received it is en-

titled to offer it back and dlaim the arnountBurbidge, J.] rNovember 28, 1891. froin. the transferor, without asking for theMoRiN v. Tii QuuEN. rescjsjon of the contract in toto.Governmeng railway-Damage to farm from, 3. Art 1530, C. C., does not apply to suchoverflow of boundary-ditche8. Obligation to a ceand there being no time fixed by lawmai niain 8ame. for offering back sucb note, it ie in the dis-cretion of the Court to determine whether
The Crown ie under no obligation to repair there was laches, and whether the transferoror keep open the boundary djtchee between was prejudjced by the delay.-Leuis & Jeffery,farme crossed by the Intercolonial Railway Dorion, C. J., Monk, Taschereau, Ramsay,in the Province of Quebec. Snon JJn 7 85Choquette and Belcourt for plaint iffi abrJ. Jn 7 85Hogg, Q.C., and A4ngers for defendant.

Pledge of goods for preexi8ting debt-Transf es
COURT OF QUEEN'S BENCH-MONT.. of bill of lading-R.S.Q. 5646.

REAL. Held :-That the tranefer of goods, thenReceipt given through error-Parol evidence. stored in New York, by a debtor ap-parently solvent, to hie creditor, by eudorse-S. brought suit to compel V. to render an ment of the bill ofI&1ingas sec.iy fora naccount of the sum of $2,500, which S. ai- tecedent indebtedness as well as for a note atleged he pald V. on the Oth October, 1885, to the time discounted by the creditor, is valid,lie applied to S's first notes maturing, and in and the creditor may apply the proceed8 ofacknowledgment of which Ps book-keeper the pledge to the antecedent debt, and re-gave the following receipt :-' Montreal, cover on the note diecounted at the tjrne.-October 6, 1885. Recd from. Mr. D. S. the Watson & Johnson,, Dorion, C.J., Tessier, Baby,sum of $2,500, te lie applied to bis firest notes Bossé & Doherty, JJ., Nov. 27, 1890.niaturing. M. V. (Fred.)" V. pleaded thatlhe neyer got the $2,500, and that the receiptwas given by hie clerk by error, and that it Sale of goods-rde,. obtained by commercialshould be for a case of sealskins, and not for <raveller-Acceptance.$2,500. The clerk and other witnesses were Jleld :-In law, and by the custom. of trade,examined without objection to prove error. the mere taking of an order for goode by aHeid:-That paroi evidence is admissible commercial traveller does not complets thein commercial matteris to prove error in a contract of sale so long as the order bas flotwritten receipt given by a clerk, and that been accepted by the principal. And wherethe evidence -in thie case proved error.- the latter refuses to accept the order, and&hlwersenski & Vineberg, Dorion, C. J., Cross, ie oiet h esnfo.wo hBab:, Boeé, J., arch22,190.order was taken, ho ie not liable in damages.,-Brock et ai. & Gourley, Dorion, W.., Baby,To appear in Montreal Law Reports, 7 Q. B. Bossé, Doherty, JJ., Nov. 27, 1890.
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