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heig avcjtiired by a gratuitous titie, they Were bbuhd ta
pay the 1.egacics as a charge on the prolierty, or* -~ àonge-
quence of recovering it.

Thc Chief Justice pronounced judginent.

lre is no privity of' commret whatevcr betwveen the
plàinfiffs aiid defendants. In respect to the second and
thiird grounds of demnurrer, it is singular that eighit persons,
liavinigc-t cac aims of £25, should jointly seek to recover in
an action at lai- , and no authiority is shiewn for the, institu-
tion of the action as regards the minor's shaires. Withiout,
hiowcver, giving- an opinion on these points, the action is
disposed of on the first ground, the demurrer is maintained,
and the action dismissed.

Mr. Easton for plaintiffs.

M4r. Cross for defendants.

WILLIAM LEGGETT,'qui tam, vs. FouRt GOLD) WATCEus, &C.,
and JAMES GARRETT, CLAIMANT.

Forfeiture, for not entering-or re-
porting goods, can be incurred, even
withiout stieh goods being landed.

This was a writ of mnonition and informati-oï, fylè?d for
the condemnation of a parcel of jewellery, èeized as xm*-
poïted into the province, in contiavention of the lImpeiiàl
Stziiute 8 and 9, Vie. cap. -93, and of the Cilstoins' Laws of
the Province. The goods were claimea by James Gr~t
w'hose pretensi6ni were, thut he hhid purchagsêd tbem în
K'ew -York, and, in good faith, le wias 'bringing themn -nto


