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date of the judgment, a receiver in a proper case wl 1 be ap-

pointed ; if sucli income is not then due a receiver wi 1' t b e
appointed." The rule that the income of the settled estate
must be actually due at the date of the judgmnent in~ order to

be available by the creditor, and that ail income accrtling dtle
subsequently is exempt from liabîlity to satisfy the judg1nt'
seems, with ail deference, closely to border on the absurd'
and it would be somewhat surprisin fthfouse of ILords
do flot prick this legal bubble if it ever have the opp0rtllty
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Gillespie v. Chieney, (1896) 2 Q. B. 5 ,i a case Whlich turnS UPOn
the construction of one of that class of Acts whjch have lateY

been enacted in England with a view apparentlY of cdfi1

the law by instalments. The Act in question is The Sale

GodsAc, 1893 (56 & 57 Viet., c. 71), ic hihthlw e
ing to the sale of goods is codified, and which is an Act Wh~

might very properly be adopted in Ontario, together with the
Partnership Act. These Acts do not for the most part enlact

any new law, but merely embody in a statutory forIn. t ha

which was already the îaw, as settled by judicial decisîofl$'

and hence a decision under the Act in question is aPial

in Ontario. Sec. 14 of the Act enacts that where goodS are

SUPPlied under a contract of sale and idthe buyer ex-pressY5
by implication makes known to the seller the particular
pose for which the goods are required, so as to show that the

buyer relies on the seller's skill and judgmnefl ad
goods are' of a description which it is in tîhe course ofte
seller's business to supply (whether he be the manufacturer
or not), there is an implied condition that the goods 1 haseOreasonably fit for such purpose; provided that in the c0aer'
a contract for the sale of a specified article under its Pter'
or other trade name, there is no implied condition as tO 1tof the
ness for any particular purpose." The subject I.natter 'rteil

contract in question was coals supplied undera" oscontract containing no mention of any patcl Pua1 of
for whicli they were required, though prior to thenc'g


