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been made suficiently definite and precise to bring the case within
-the exception to the general rule that building contracts will flot be
specifically enforced.

-BILL OF LADINO-DSCIPTION 0F GOODS-" MArikEn AND NuAiBrRED As IN
MêARGIN '-MISTA<E-BILLS OF LADING ACT, 1855 (18& 19 VCT., C. 11) 8. 3
-(RS.O. C- t45, s. 5 (3)).

In Parsons v. New Zeas'and Shipping Co. (1901) 1 Q.B. 548,
the Court aof Appeal (Smith, M.R. and Collins and Ramer, L.Jj.)
bave affirmed the judgrrent of Kennedy, J. (igoo) i Q.B. 714
(noted ante vol 36, P. 4C8) ta the effect that under the Bis of
Lading Act 1855 (see R.S.O c. 145) where the gcods intended ta
bc covered by a bill of lading are by mistake incorrectly described
therein by certain marks which do flot affect or denate, substance,
quality or commercial value, such description in the bill of lading
is not conclusive, and that the party givirlg the bill of lading is uiat
precluded tram shewving the mistake.

MUNICIPAL CORPORATION-DsRErAut oF noAD-NEGLIGrNcr-LIABILI»YY-
SIN)ItNG OF ROADWAV TIIROVCH DSFECTivr, sEwER.

Lambert v. Lozwesioft (i901) 1 Q.B. 59o, deserves ta be noted.
The action %vas against a municipal body to recover damages for
injury sustained owvirg ta a sinking in the raadwvay under the
defenidants' contrai, occasioned by a defect in a sewer, also vested
in the defendants, and for the repair of which they were liable.
The p!p.intiff's horse in passing over the raad brake thraugh the
cust af thic road into a cavity thus caused, and %vas injured. The
defeut in the sevver %vas caused by rats, and there wvas no evidence
that the defendants had any notice of the defect, and it was held
by Lord Alverstone, C.J, that they were not liable.

4ALIC OF SO0S-CONTRACT-GOOaS NOT ACCORDING TO CONTRACT- STIPU-
LATION AGAINST REJECTION.

ViÈers v. Sand,-son (19go1) iQ. B. 6c8, wvas an action ta en force
cectain contracts for the sale of laths. There %vere twvo contracts,
-one pravided that the laths %%,ere ta be af varying Jengths, tram 2W4
to 4W4 feet, and the other, that they wvere ta bc fron 1- feet ta 434
feet, but tiot mare than three per cent. of twa feet. The contracts
contained a stipulation that " should arty dispute arise the buyers
shall flot reject an), goods, nar refuse acceptance af the draft, but
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