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Suxeties are not exonerated from their contract by the
neglect of the creditor to prosecute the principal
debtor. Berthelot vs. Aylwin, 1819, no. 1175.

A notary cannot charge a percentage upon sales of
property without a special eontract. Bélanger
vs. Dênéchaud, 1820, no. 267.

" simnple garantie de fait in a transport is a warranty
of the debtor's solvency at the finie of the assign-
ment. Belanger vs. Binet, 1820, no. 547,

A donation in a contïact df marriage is not a transfer
on -%hich ?ods et ventes are due. Baby vs. tetel-
lier,;1821, no. 9,85.

The forfeiture of a bail ernpltytéotiqute, for non-payment
of the rent, wvill not be decrced, if it be proved
that before the action wras instituted the rent due
was tendered and refused. Burns vs. Richards,
1821, ne. 717.

A tenant may sublease, if there be no agreement be-
tween hini and his landiord to the contrary.
Cérat vs. Stephens, 1816, no. 278.

No action of damages can be maintained against a
tutor for a breadli of his contract by wvhich he
engaged to marry lis pupîl to the plaintiff.
Chabot vs. Morriset, 1812, no. 1.

The contract of a minor is not nul de plein, droit. Cas-
grain vs. Chapais, 1820, no. 1147.

The retrait conventionnel is not exercised de droit. It
must be stipulated in the original concession of
the estate on wvhidh it is claimed. Després Ys.
Fortin, 1811, 110. 259.

The.Pizret of July 1711, respecting contracts of con-
cession is a penal statute. Dubois -vs. Caldwell,
1820,110. 92.

One who contracts with commissioners for public
works can recover frein thei -sudh menies as they
înay have received froni governuient to pay hii.
Larue vs. Oxawvford et al., 18319, no. 5 47.


