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bth.—All and a.ngular that other parcel or tract of land being in ‘ unloss A undertook to pay the amount of hig tien for the purchase
the wown of St Catberines, in the county of Lincoln and Pravince ‘ money, which B recordingly did.
of Canada, containing Ly admeasgrement one fifth of an acre, be!  Jleld, that thie undertnking need not he in writing, as it was
the same more or less, being compoxsed of part of Jot number 18 ' not a contract to auswer for the debt of another withintho Siatute
in the sixth concession of the township of Grantham, twhieh sard | of Frauds.
parcel or tract of land and premises is butted and bounded or may bs ! This action was brought to recover money which it was atleged
etherwise knowxa a3 follows, that i3 (o 2ay : commencing on tAe worth. | the defendnot had agreed to pay the pirintils in consideration that
westerly aide of King sireet, in the town of St. Catherines aforesard, | the plaintiffy, at the request of the defendant, would, with the
at the noriheen lomil of the land formerly belonging (o the estate of the ' conscat of the parcharers from the pluintiffs, deliver to the de-
late Paul Skipman ; thencs, north sixty degrees, west along aard Line  fendant certuin goods upon which the plaintiff had a lien. It was

one chain seoenty-five linke more or less to « lot formerly belonging fo
Puirick Grant Beaton ; thence, north thircy degrees, east, along snid
{nst mentioned lof seventy feer; thence, routh sixty deyreet, east one
chain seventy-five links more or less 1o King elreet aforesaid ; thence,
soulh thirty degrees, west along said Kmg -(reet seventy feet, more v
less, to the place of beqinning.

6th.— Al and singular those certain parcels or tracts of Iand and
premises situnte, lying and being in the township of Grantham, in
tho county of Lincoln and Province of Canada aforesaid, containing
by admeasurement one huadred and tixty-eight acres, be the same
more or less, being composed of pare of lots number twenty-two and
twenty-three, in the tenth concession, and past of lot number
twenty-three, in the ninth concession of said towasbip, and is gen-
erally known as the Crown Mill property, said pr ‘nerly being more
;jézriiicu!urly described in o morigage made by C. R, Jerry to Samucel

ecket,

All of which lands, together with the buildings and ercctions
thereon, 1 wili offer for sale at my office, in the Court House, in
the Town of Niagara, on SATUHDAY, the TWENTY-THIRD day
of JULY, 1859, at tho hour of TWELVE o'clock naon.

WM. KINGSMILL, Sheriff
By J. T. KERBY, Depuly Sheriff.
Sheriff 's Office,

Niagars, 16th April, 1859,
{ Firat published 21st May, 1859.]

{The portions of the abovo which we have italicised are what
we agree with *“ A Sufferer” in considering to bs unnecsssary.
—Eps. L. J.}
m
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C.r Duxstex v. PateRsoN, Jantary 12,

Costs on demurrer——County Court Act—Common Law Procedure
Aet, 1852 4. 81,

In an action for tort the plaintiff had s verdict for £5, and the
Judge did not certify for costs. There was s demurrer on the
record upon a new ssvignment previously ergued, on which judg-
mert bad been given for the plaintiff,

Zfeld, {confirming the decision in Abley v. Dale, 11 C. B. 889)
that the plaintiff was not entitled 10 his costs of the demurrer.

In this ense it was rrgued that 3 & 4 W, IV, ¢. 42, clearly and
distinetly would give damages.

But it was held that it depended on the construction of the
County Court Act, und not on such aa enactment as that in 3 & 4
Wm. IV, ¢, 42.

WiLtians, J. Did not think the Common Law Procedure Act
could alter the effect of the County Court det.  Qn consideration
of the decision in Abley v, Dule, it does not geem to me, said the
Jesvned Judge, that itis affected by the €. L. 2. A. Ido not
thiuk the C. L. . A, could alter the County Court Act.

C. P Frrzcerarp v DnessLen. Jan. 13, 14, 19,
Statute of Fraudy Wurrants.
A being the ultimate purchaser of goods, of which B was the

original seller, apphied to B for them, B refused to deliver them

contended that here wus s clear guarantee of the origingl pur-
chnger’s debt.

The Coprr—I think that the case Is not within the statute,
The defendant is substantiaily the owner of goods upon which the
plaintiffs have & lien. 1 thisk if the defendant, in order to get rid
of the incombrance, promises to pay the nmount of the lien, that
is, pay off the liea nt that price, that is neta case within the
statute. The case Withams v, Leper nppears to me to proceed on
the principle that the defendant hnd an intcrest in the property
incumbered.  The promise is to pay o debt to which the property
is lable,

-

Q. B. Ouiver & ornrns v. Mueosripgr & anorikx, Jan. 18,

Indorsee of a Bill of Lading—Liability under chartermmPartyw
16 & 19 Vie, e 113, 0. L.

The indorsee of o bill of Iading is only linble to ba sucd on 8o
rauch of the contract in the charter-party as is expressly incor-
porated in the bilt of lading.

In this case it was contended that a consignee who takes the
goods adopts the contract in the charter-party, and a recent sta-
tute makes the indorsce of the bill of Indieg suhject to all the
cansignee’s tiability, Moreover, by the terms of the bill of Inding,
freight is to be paid a3 per charter-party, and demurrage is but
an extra freight.

The Covar—There was no evidencs of undue delay on the part
of the defentiants. We think the indorses of & bill of lading is
oaly linble upon eo much of the contract in the charter-party as
is exprensly veferred to and incorporated in it.

C.C. R. Nov. 13, 1858, Jan. 15, 1850,
Recixa v. Fruprick Hirprxsrais.
Hisd tering poison with intent 1o do bodily Aarm—

Admini

14 & 15 Vie,, ¢. 19, 8. 4—Inflics.

The first count in the indictment alleged that the prisoner un.
lawfully and wilfully administered poison to F with intent to do
bodily barm, by means of which administering F suffered bodily
barm. The » d count, founded on 14 & 15 Vie,, c. 19, s. 4,
charged the prisoner with jnflicting grievous bodily harm by ad-
ministering poison with intent to do bodily harm.

It was proved that the prisoner, being about to leave his situn-
tion as manager of n shop, pus into & sugar basia which he knew
would be used by F (bis successor) for his tean quantity of croton
oil, (an acid poivon), that F used some of the sugar and immedi-
ately became ili, and suffered so much sgoay as to cause alaym
for his life.

Querre, whethier the priconer bad been guilty of any misde-
mennor, either at common law or by statute. Much discussion
arose as to whether the facta of this case brought it within the
statute, which provides, that if any person shall golawfully and
maliciously inflict, &ec.

The Court stated that in eonseguence of the defendant baving
died sivce the argument it bad become unaecessary to deliver any
judgment,

EX. Bispry v. Canter. Jan, 12.
Pleading—1Injury ta Messuage—Allegation of right to supporte—
Reversianary estate,

The declarntion stated, that at the time of committing the griev-
ances, 8 wessuage aud land wag in the pos-csuion of tenants thereof
to the plaintiff, the reversion thereof belonging to the plainsiff, and

that it io fact received Iateral support from the land adjoisiug,



