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with the -guarantee. of the mianulfacturers stamped
it. And if that be so thiere Is no0 implied condition or
nty as to its fitiness for any particular purpose.
lien, failing upon other points, Mr. McCullouogh argues
.his was a contract. for the sale of goods by description
liat in every sucli case there is an. implied condition that
Dods shall correspond with the description.
Lii, case cannot, I think, be f airly said to cor-ne under
tract for the sale of goods by description.
Wren V. Holt, [1903] 1 K'\. B., at page 615, Vaughian,

Lms, L.J., says: " Speakinig candidly I do niot think, tak-
ie generally accepted view of lawyçrs as to the mieaning
attached te, the words by description as applicd to a

[hat a sale of goods over a counter, where the seller


