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$224.65, which said amount formed part of IN BANCO, HILARY TERM.

the Plaintjff's dlaim. MRH7

IIeld, by CÂMERON, J., that the defence CUIURCBILL V. DENEAM
failed : that the plea was bad, in thaL it did Repievin Bnd -Delay in proceeding-

flot aver that the defendant wau not one Dama ges.
Of the class of persons authorized to seil In an action for breach of a replevin

liquors without license, to wit, a druggist, bond for not prosecuting the replevin suit
Wrho, under certain restrictions, may Bo seli ; without delay, the plaintiff at the trial wa8

*hile the facts found did not go even 80 awarded, as damnages, the amount of the

far as the plea, as it was not found that the rent distrained for. On Motion in> terni on
liquors were to be sold by defendant, but the defendants undertaking to bring the

't May have been merely for his own con- replevin suit down to trial at the next assizes,

ailufption. the damnages were rediuced to a nominal suin.

C. Ditrand, for the plaintiff. J. A. Proctur, for the plaintiff.

Winchester, for the defendant. J. B. Clarke, for the defendant.

TE GREAT WESTERN RÂILWÂY COMPAN!Y

MÂRe 4. V. HoDOSON.
-- Replevitk-Propertyi passing-Warehoe Te-

IE ONTARIO COPPER LiGHTNING RoD ceipt, Vaiidit-y of.

COMPANY V. HEWIrr. This was an action of replevin to try the
1 flolvecy-Compositioit )btained by fraud- question of the property in a quantity of

-4tinfrdci-ufceyPlaig pork and lard, the produoe of certain hogs
Ctio fo deeit-uffciecy-Peadng. which had been taken out of the possession

A declaration alleged that defendant was of the plaintiffs who were holding the saine
indebted to plaintiffs in a large sum of to the order of a fin in Chicago.
>Iiofiey, to wit, etc., besides the costs of a IIeld on the evidence set out in the case

suit to recover saine, and defendant fraudu- that the property had neyer passed out 0f

lerltîY represented to plaintiffs that hie was the plaintiffs, and that they were therefore

IlsOlvent, and unable, by reason of the ini- entitled to maintain the action.

81i$ciency.,of his assets, to pay said indebt- A question was also raised as to the effect

eýdnesis in full, and by 80 representîng in- of a warehouse receipt given by a firu of

duced plaintiffs to take a composition in re- packers and curers of pork, which, under

sPect of said debt and costal whereas de- the circumstances of this case, was held to

fenidant was not insolvent, etc., whereby be invalid.

PlRin'tiffs lost the différence, etc., and were Robinson, Q. C., for the plaintiff.

Put to costs in arrang-ing the composition. McMahon, Q. C., for the defendant.

.FedbY CÂMERON, J., that it was no oh- MQENV HNXMTA NVAC
2

6ct10n to the declaration that it did notMQENV.PoIXMTÂ 5U &C

avel that defendant knew lie was not insol- COMPANY.

'eent, because it charged the representation InstiraYce-Interim receipt-.Neesit1/ Of eis-
to bea fraudulent ; but that the declaration dorsment thereon of asignme&t of Pr&PCerty

vra bad because no damnage was shewn; - Bles
for if the plaintifsi were induced to take a An interim, receipt on a atock of goods Wa8

les5 s11111 through the defendant's fraud the m>ade, subject to the conditions of the de-

Giiilcause of action stili existed and fendant's printed form. of policy then in use,

Plaintif 58 could proceed with their former one of which conditions wae that, "if the

action. property insured is assigned without written

~. B Osir, QC.,for he paintfs, permission endorsed thereoil by the agent of

F.Spencer, for the defendant. the company, duly authoiized for such pur-

pose, the policy shaîl hereby become void."I

A fter the insuralcO was effected, the plain-

tiff assigned the insured property to one M.

in trust for the plaintiff's creditors. The


