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might recover the £50. Semble, that, except

for the clause off the forfaiture of the deposit,
tise £80 wvould have beeni a penalty and not
liqnidlated clam ages.-liuteni v. )9parkes, Law
Rep. i C. P. 161.

Sec Sesso RP.OILAOE

WARRANTY.

Under a contract to seit certain described

goods, wvhictî the buyer has no opportnnity of

inspeeting, the goods muet not only an swer the
description, but muet be salabie or marchante.
hie under that description. The plaintiffs, at
Liverpool, contracted with the defendant to

purcisase a quantity of Manilla bemp, to arrive
from S. by certain ships. The ships arrived,
and tise hemp was delivered to the plaintiffs

and paid for; on exaniination. it was found that

the bales had been wetted throungh with sait

water, afterwards nnpacleed and dried, and then

repaciced and shipped at S. The hemp retain-

cd its cîsaracter of hemp, bot it was so damaged

as not to ba Ilmercliaiitablo." Tisa defendant

did not linow the state in which the bemp had

heen sleipped at S. Tbc plaintiffs soid the
hemp at auction as IlMania hemp, wvith ail
faults," and it raalized seventy-fiva par cent. of
tise pries whicb it would have bronght if un-
damagecd. lIeid, that there was an implied
warranty to suppiy Manitia bemp, of the parti.

culer quatity off which thxe bals eusistad, lui a

merchantable condition, and that the plaintiffs
w are entitlad, as damages, to tise difference

batween tise vaine of the hemnp when it arrived,
and wbat would have beau its vaine if it had
been shipped lu a state in which it ouglit to
have beau shipped -Jones v. Jsst, Law Rap. 8

Q. B. 197.

WIFE'S EQUITY.-Sce HusBNAF» AND WIFE, 1.

W IcL.
I. J. L., by wilt, dated ini 1849, gave the in-

terast of a fund to Charlotte Lac, but if se
should marry, or dia unmarried, then over.
Charlotte Lee was tbe maiden namne off J. L.'s
danghter. She had beau marrîed in 1828,
,J. L. kuiew of hier marriage, but it *was not
sbowni nder what circumstances. Chariotte's
hnsband bail, in 1849, flot bean heard of for
mnany yaars. After J. L.s death, the husband
appcsred, and, ou Charlottc's deatb, claimed
tise fond. lisieZ, that it sufficiantly appeared
that J. L. believad bis daugbtar's hneband to
bc daad, that hae intcndad tîsat no0 husbsnd off
hars should be beneflted by the fnnd, and tbat
accordingiy on bier deatb it went over. -

Crost
7

swaits v. Dean, Law Rap. 5 Eq. 245.
2. Testator daclarcd that lis proparty shoutd

be ihehrited by bis ncphcws, A. and B., during

tbeir lives, and, after their death, that their
eldest sons sbould iriherit the samne dnring their
livcs, and so on,-tbe eidest son of each of the
two familles to inherit the samne forever. ld,
that A. and B. took eststes for their iivs's,
remaifinder to tbeir eldest sons respectively for
their lives, remainder to A. and B. in tait maie.
-b'rsbrook v. Forsbrook, Law Rep. 8 Ch. 93.

8. Gift of an annuity to the cbild or chiidren
of A. equalty, for the termi of their joint lives,
or the life of the survivor or longer liver of
themn. Held, that the children took, as tenants
in Commo01, an annuity to lest tilt the death of
the survivor, and that the share off those dying
witilin the period went to their representattlve s
-Br,on v. 2'wigq, Law iRep. 3 Ch). 183.

4. Beqoest to the descendants of the brothers
and siatera of A., living at testator's death,
Ilsncb descendants to talie per sth.pes, and not
per capita." lethat th)efund wasprimarily
divisible into as many equal shares as thero
were brothers and sisters of A. of whom any
descendant -%vas living at the testator's death;
that snch shares respectively were divisible

toto as many equat shares as thero were cisil-
dren of suoli brothers and sisters* of A. respec.
tively living at testator's death, or lsaving died
and loft any descendant then living, and so on;
and that no descendant shonld sare concur-
rentty w ith a living aucestor..- ibson v. Fiher,
Law Rep. 5 Eq. 51.

Ses ADMINISTRATIN; CÎJARITY; Powra ; AL
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Wona>s.
"Dameqe."-See ADM)IRALTY.

'-DefaUlt."-See PAROL EvIDNCEs.
"EXPIesio."-Sec lasERAsCE.

G ."eeINSUJRANOE.
3fony."SaeEMBEZZL15MENT.

"Per stirpes ande snolper capita."-See W IcL, 4.
j PosseSSiOn."-SeQ SracIFIC PE1FOPIMANCE.

"Sieisg."SeeSIGNATURE.
"lVaUnd."-See 11IALICIOUJS WoulsnpeoZ.

GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE.

To TR EnITrSs OF TuE CASCAD& LAw JounNsAL.

Conveyancing- Uni.forrnity of charges-
Qusack conveyancers.

Messrs. EDîReS, -1 do not recotict to have
sean any article in your Journal on the sub-
ject ofconveyancing in Ontario. I propose to
offer a few remnarks on the snljact, referring to
conveyancers (meaning iawyers) and their
charges. Lt is wett known to the profession
that there is no Statute in for-ce in Ontario

[August, 1868.


