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the one or the other : (In re Sc/îool Trustcee and
0orp-oration of Sandwich, 24 U. C. Q. B. 63ý9.)

SIMPLE CONTRACTS & AFFAIRS
0F EVERY DAY LIFS.

NOTES OF NEWV DEUISII>)NS AND LEADINO
CASES.

[Tlîe notes Of Caries under tlîis division will
relate chiefly to Mercatntihe law, con tracts of the
ordinary kind in tlîe general business of the
country, and to questions of a general cha-
racter (Wlîetlîer arisiitg upon a contraet, or
upozi a wvroug conînîiittedl),which are constautly
presentiug thenîselves lu the contact of every
day life. This head will be found interesting
and valuable te ail, but cspecially to business
mueti.]

ACCIDENT - COMPENSATION FOR. - A cnstnmn
bouse officer was lu the docks in discliarge oi bis
duty, wben, lu passing, a ivarebouse, a bag of
sugar which was beiug lowered felI and injured
bitu, but there was no evidence to show how the
accident bappened. It was hehd by the Court
that the accident was lu it.soîf sufficieut prioni
fccie evidetice uOf îîegligeîîco ta throw on the de-
fendant the bur-den of lîroof that it diii not arise
from rieglhgeuce: (Scoit v. London Dock ('oni-
pony, Il L. T. Rep. N.S. Ô83)

WAR9ANTY 0F A IloitSE -A sold a horse to B.
Before the sale, A. had poiiuted out to B. a split
on the borse. Afterwards, lie gave a wriîteul
Warîantv tlîat tîte îor'e ivas soutid. The bor:e
sub.sequî.ntly felI lame frtn the splut. The
Court Itel that A. iras hiable on bis warranty,
notwithstandiug his caini tncation to B. before
the sale : (Sinilk v. <illryn, 1l L. T. Rep. N. S.

CO\TRACT-VARIZA-NTY -- B Iîaving iulspected
nt E. 'S warelîouse soute soiip ftanies, not put to-
gethter, subseqquetly orih.rel thîem by a letter,
Itîis, "Sir,-Please seuil to the above address
the six rîew Iran frames whiclî wcre seen yester-
day, on the following conditions, viz , they are
ti be wiirrauted ncw tramnes, witli aIl nuts îind
boîts complete, and to bu delivered, &c.*t' They
were sent witli tItis luvoice, -Received six new
iron soaip frames, witb nuts auj boîts comiplote
andiperftect.' Wben put together tbey were founîl

'to leak, «I( to bu useless for the Purpose of
mInakinig sorip. Iu an action on tbe tillegeti war-
.ranty, it was helti, tbat the frames irere te be fit
aud propel-for the purpose of soatp makiug, sud
tbat the facti proveti a warrarity to that effect:
(iIallani v. Rudlrj, Il L. T. Rcp. N.S. 381. C. P.)

INFANT-N ECES SARI ES. -The plaintiff, a tailor,
sued defendant, a youung man under age, for a
bill, including huntirig coat and cap, racing
jacket andl breeches, &c., supplied to hlm. The
question left to the jury was wlîetber the articles
wcrc necessaries, andi they found for the plaintiff.
A new trial was applied for, sund on the argu-
nient it was contended on behalfo ut ei plaintiff
that as defendant was wealthy and hati been sent
to a farmer to learn agriculture, hunting, was a
natural and legitimate recreation for hlmi, and
that the equipments for hunting were siiar to
pads now useti in playing cricket, au amusement
allowed hv every body ns proper for young men.
The Court, however, did flot see it in that light,
sud saiti that unless plaintiff would consent te
reduce bis verdict by the price of the articles, a
new trial would be granted:. (Fe.ster v. Gammon,
9 S. J. 102.)

STEAMI3OAT OWNERS - PASSENGER -A SteamD-
boat owner who deptirts from the ordiuary and
proper methoti of landing passengers, is respon-
bible for the iucreased* danger of the mnethoti ho
adopts: (Garneron v. Millcsy, 14 U. C. C. P. 3,40.)

UPPER CANADA REPORTS.

COM MON PLEAS.

(Report,.d bY S. J. VA-NKOUGHNET, Efq., M.A., Barrister'cit-Ltiw, and leeporter to lhe Cburt.)

MUNSIE V. MGIKINLEY ET AL.
Division iutJri1~i>....ffr1Q<rT <iîd

The judre if a dii,ion court nty. notnillistanting Condîa m. U. C ch. li9, siAC. 8-,sui.,. 4. *1ttit tj, i 1 Uiter.p1eader appliva;titi to tri Ihe questiotn of pp.ty in ru îdseven ttiiiu.t tIi, etîquîry tma% t ~îî he tille Ii laud.The juilge hinseif uàuat decide such applivation without
the id o a jry. C. P., M. T., 1864.]

Iu Triuity Terni last, O'Connor bal ehtaiueda rule, calhing upon the plaiutiff aud John Boyd,Esquire, junior jutige ot lthe couuity coîurt otf theunîteti counities of York aud Peel, to slîew causewhy a writ of probibition should flot issue teprobibit the said John Boyd, or other pet-sonautborized to hold the Sixtb Division Court ofthe qaid united counties, frot proceeding to tryaud detertuine, or froit, further proceeding in acertain irterpleader summmns issned out of thehast metîtioted court, wfiorehy (oue Francis,NlecK'inley tînti Élie saidl Williatn Munsie werecalleti before the saiti division court, iu o-.derthiat the dlaimi of the said Francis NlcKiniey tecertain propertîy seizoîl by one of the hîliîfs of
tue s:urd dlivisioni court. urider proce..,s lsutel bythe bid( William Munsie, out ut' the sail divisioncourt, against the goods of Williamn McKinleyand Sidne.y McKinley, mnighit he alijîiilicaited
ujion, upou tine gromnî that thet titI0 to corporeal
hereditatuents carne iti questiotn, tand the saidcourt hnd io jurisdic.ion ; attî wlî 'y the sutu of£20 18s. 2d., wbich the said Francis MeIKinley1


