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UNITED STATES REPORTS.

SUPREME COURT 0.F FENNSYLVANIA.

ERADSTREET & SON V. EV'RnSOc, PRESTOeN & Ce.

1. Hueld, That tOc isots iu evidecce wurc sufficicut to
go te the jury uon tOe question whcther tOe rîceipi,

Oc' Mhch tOc defendante cccdertcok te relisec the

claims mcentionedr 10 it, wss euehorized or given Oc'

tbemi.

2MOCKA-c V. HARPER.

Feu Euod-Ceste cf gaardiae ad litem wlita poid Out
cf thce Féce hi oc.

[SceAcos, C., on appeal fromn RE1FESE, lsth March,

A Solicitor upen flic plaintiff'e application
ham'iug been appcinfcdl guardian adf literî te

infant dlefendant s, sud bcing unahie te obfsin
bis cosf s frou flic plaint iff or frorn flic infants'
estaf e, if wos ordered that they he poid ouf cf
flic suif ors ic e fun d.

McGcI-cnVA-c V. MoCoNîceur-.

Amoeedsete.

[EL OtE, V. C., on appeal fromn tOc IRFEcasE, Olet

March, 1873.]

If a plaint iff amende bis bull by ctik.ing oiet

portions se as te renfler flic auc'er te thera
useleis, au application moy bie matie by flic de-
fendant auiswering for flice mests flue 'nneces-

îsarily inourrufi, and sucli an application ehoulfi
bic mode et flic hearinig.

Aiter anener liheral additiont te flic bl hy
omeudimeuf, refaining fthc original allegotions le
proper e-cen thougîs rendering a nien defence
neoessary, aund flic cote cf sncb ameudment are

proper costs lu flic suit.

FEDIMAN V. Buowcesconau.
Irregcloui

t
y-Ecidncorsot «en. Ocd. 40).

[Thu ItEiErrEE, April 2nd, 1873].

The cudoreement cf flic noine and pliace cf
business cf the Solicitor couducting proceedinge

le by Gece. Ord. 40 rctpoircd ou flic firet w rit

sîte? ciel or procccduîîg .filed lu a suit or matt or,

but is net esceiefial ou the firet popors sercd.

SWETNAM V. SWETAINcÂ.

Peerecaser-Regicîcii cf mertgage fer balaoce cf par-
ecase moey-Vectieg eider.

[Thc REFcacE, Brd Aprhl, 1873.

A purcliaser who te secure a balance cf

purchase moncy bas gi-cen a mcorfgage te flic

Court, muet La-ce biis mcrtgsge registereti, and.
psy flic fee for registraticon before a vestiuig
erdér iii Lc groutofi.

tThc defendante, a "'mercantile agency " at Pitts-

burgh, gave their reeeipt for a olim "<for collection

againet a party in Memphis, snd traneneitted the

serne te tOuir own attorney, who collected tOe iuocey
and failed to psyit oxer. Held, TOat they eerelhable

for hic negle"tý

Error te flic Court cf Commion. Ploas cf
Allcgbcniy couufy.

Opinion cf flic court hy AONLW, J. Deliver-
cd November 14, 1872.

There arc but f wo questions lu flue cause
which arc requireti te Le noticed. First, whefhcr
J. M. Bratistreef & Son aufborized flic reccipf cf
dune 2nd, 1865, by whicli fbey undertock te

coIle fliec daims menfioliefin if, andi second,
thec nature of flicir liabulif y. If le undispufcd.
fliaf J. M. Bredefreet ansd Son had a brandi.
office luPitfsburgs, cf whaf tlicy tcrmced flicir
"Ipovefi Mercantile Agcucy, " sud thaf flic

persone mup loye in u fleoffice werc their agents.
Thcy cnly 'dcny buttei siness was a col-

lectiu ag cc assertiug fbaf if wae coufinefi
fo 'giving te suhecribers information cf tlic
mercantile standing cf moes in business in flic
différent parts cf tbe counntry. If is lu testi-
mcuy fIat flic acceptauce menticncd lu flic
receipfs wcre dclii'crcd, as flic wifneee etates, te
J. M. Brodafreet and Sou 0f fthc office cf flic
ageucy, sud flic rccipf giccun fer thon, is lu
fl icone cffJ. M. Brsdsfrect sud Son, aud was
ruade eut by a person in flic office, acting in
their business. Thiis was lu J $65. lu 1867
flic plaintiffe wers called on by a perecu bclong-
ing te flic offlice for a pcwcer cf attorneey te be
sent te flicir agent or attorney lu Memphis, Ton-
nessees, te enahle theru te colleet flic moncys for
flic acceptances frein John W. Wood, flic
attorney te wliom flic occoptonces lied bien sent
by flien, and wlio liaxiug coliectefi flic roney
badi failed te psy if «ver te flic defendoufs.
This power dirccted te J. B. Woodward, cf
Menmphie, ond doted Augusf 301h, 1867, -%ves
liînded te flic perecu lu charge cf fle icutta-
burgh. office, whe gave for if a rocipt cf the
saiue date lu fl icne cf flic defendants, sUat-
ing tint flic pîwer wae executefi hy flic plain-
titis af flic requcef cf flic defeudouts, anti
sddreed to their agent J. B. Woodward. Wood-
ward himecif test ides fliaf lie was called on lu
Memphls by J. De Scto, flic agent cf J. MI.
Brodefreet sud Son lu thot city, aud af hie re-
quet and lu hie company wenf te John W.
Wood and demauded cf hlm flic mcney lic lied
oollected on flic aceeptauces. H1e aise teetfies,
fliof bis correspondenco was wif h J. M. Brad-
street and Son, aud nef wifs flic plainfiffe, sud
that lie was cngsged te attend te flic business by
J. De Soteoflic agent cf the defeudants 0f Menm-


