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opinions ýay. StiIfian v. F/ewiikon, 58 Iowva, 450; S. C, 43 Ain. R.ep. i 2o, holds "
another contrary to the above opinion. It appears fromn thc case that the owners11:
of the chattel knew that it *%as annexed to the land. T his is not dirrctly stated
in the case, but the reasoning of the court Ieads to this conclusion. D. & Bav
City R. Co. Butschi, 43 Mich, 571, seemns to hqld that the grantor of thc realty is
flot liable in any case wI'ere the chattel of another has been affixed to the land
without his consent, and the grantec subscquently buys the real propcrty. 3

A railroad cornpany was suzd for the conversion of certain ties which had
been placcd on the road-bed by contractors befote the road %vas turned over to
the company. But the language of the court modifies the apparent scope of the
decision: " Having deliberately chosen to wvait until the property not only
changed custody, but %va also annexed stili more firmly by ballasting, he cannot
now treat as personalty in the hands of the railroad company converted by a
merle faîlure to gi ve it Up on demand, %vhat becamne to /ds kitowlcdge a part of
the realty in the hands of the contractors, against %vhom he haci a remedy for
the onlly conversion that ever took place.--A/baity Law Jor;ia/.

Reviews and Notices of Books.

Mr. llol!ock's treatise on the genceral principles concerning validity of agrce-
ment in the lav of England and America has beenl rc.-published by the Black-
stone Publishing Company, of Philadelphia, froru the fout-th English edition. ILý
contaiis notes on the Americani cases by Franklin S. Dickson. This book
Nvill bc a valuable addition to the series now so w'ell known tu the profession, l
We notice a large number of vahiable tcxt-books recommcnlded by the editor Z
for re.printing next year.

Notes on Exehanges and Legal Scrap Book.

STATIJTE 0F FRAuiDs.-Iln S/ing-etrland v. Slûzge~riald, lately before the Min-

nesota Supremne Court, the defendant had proposed crrally £o'the plaintiff to discon-I
tinue four other actions betwveen them, and to allov the defenidant the moticy in-
volved in a fifth one ; and, in consideration of so doing, offered to convcy to him a

certain farm, and the personal property on it, on the day that the plaintiff shouldI
marry a young lady then named by him. The plaintiff then orally accepted the
proposition, dimse four of teactions, and allowcd the defendant th mnoney

* involved in the fifth one. H-e also mnarried the young lady ; but when he there-
* after clemanded the conveyance of the farm, as agreed upon, the defendant


