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SALE 0F 000DS EX STORE RO'ItIRAM-CONIGESTED P' T-000ODB
IN LIGHTERS.

5o Fisher v. Armiotr (1920) 3 K.B. 014. In this case the constr"c-
tion of a contract for the sale of goods "ex store Rotterdamn" vias

* .~....~,in question. It appeared that the ggods ini question had arrived
in R~otterdam sorne nionths prior to the contract consigned to the
seller's agents; but owing to the cpngested state of the port there,
wfls no rooni in any warehouse to store the goods, and they had
to be stored in lighters where they iiere, at und alter the date of

11 the contract. In these cireuinstances I3aillhache, J., held that the
goods answered the contract; but the Court of Appeal (Bankes
and Scrutton, L.JJ., and E%-e, J.) were of the opinion that they
did not, and reN-ersed his decision.

COSTS- TAXATION -- BANKRUr-TC:Y -ORDER FOR D)ANKRUPT'bi
WIFE T'O ACC'OVNT ON LIATH FOR FURNITURE-VALUATION-
V MUXER's FEE.

Ire Loi'ey (1920) 3 IÇ.B. 625. In t1is case on motio)n of the
trustee a 1lankrupt's w'îft wis orderecd to necunt on oath for certain

-M4 furniture and to pay eosts of and incident to the motion, and as
au indulgence to the wife it wns pro% idc<l that àhe iight buy the
furniture nt a value to be fixed byý an indepeiident valuer. The
valuation w'as nmade and the furniture boughit at the value fixèI,

t.. and the only question in dispute was whether the valuer's fee was
* taxal;le as part of the trustee's costs. 1-orridge, J., held that it

was, and held the enase governed by the rule leid down by Meflish,
.J., in Krebe v. Park (187.5), LR. 10 CF. 334, 339, thet "1where

cost of uit ere gi-en generally by derme of thr hearing, the
7'subsequent costa of wîorking out the directions of the decree, will

. . . .. . . e ineludcd."

:~Yx2'CRIMINAL LAn--IXN INMTRUMENT1S TO PROCURE ABORTION-
EVIDENC 0F SIMILAR UBER ON ANOTHzi womAN-ADmitisi-
BMLITY.

The King v. LotTgrov,ç (1920) 3 K.B. 643. This waâ; a rsc
.. ~. flan for using instruments on a wonian to procure abortion. For

the prosecution evidence wus adduced to show that the accuaed
had used instruments on another woman also for procuring abor-

.t..r tion. The accused was convicted. An appeal from theion viction
~ .~: wu brought on Vi~e ground that t-his evidenee was iamissible.

The Court of Criininal Appeal .(Lord Reading, C.J., and Salter
and Acton, JJ.) held that the evidence waa rightly admitted.
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