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AcceEPTANCE—Sece Sale of Goods 2.

AcoipeNT INSURANCE— See Insur-
ce.

ACTION FOR ACCOUNT — See Parties
Action.

AcTION OoN NoTrE—See Banks and
nking 4.

ACTION ON Poricy—=See Insurance 6.

ACTION TO SET ASIDE DEED — See
solvency 2.

ACTION TO SET ASIDE SECURITY —
Insolvency 3.

AcCTIONS FOR STUCK — See Corpor-
ions 2.

fyl_)J OURNMENT WITHOUT

CONVICTION ON A SUBSEQUENT DAY
D. N

The justice adjourned the trial with-
b day, stating in the presence of all
irties that he would make up his
dgment and notify the parties affect
, whieh he did in time for an appeal
om the convietion.

Held, that no conviction could be
ade, the justice having lost juris-
iction by the ‘ulwmmnenb without
sy Queen v. Morse, 22 N. S. Repts.,

 ADULTERATION.

GUILTY INTENT—SALE oF FoOD AXD
DRUGS Act, 1875 (38 & 39 Vic, c.
13, 5. 9.)

By sec. 9 of the Sale of Food and
Prags Act, 1875, “ No person shall,
Fith the mtent that the same nny

be sold in its altered state without
notice, abstract from an article of food
any part of it, so as to affect injurious-
ly its guality, substance, or nature,
and no person shall sell any article so
altered without making disclosure of
the alteration, under a penalty in cach
case not exceeding twenty pounds.”?

Held, that the words ‘‘so altered ”
refer to a physical alteration of the
article, irrespective of the intent with
which the alteration is made. — The
respondent, a retail milk seller, pour-
ed into a pail eight barn gallons of
unskimmed milk, which she sold
therefrom in small quantities to her
customers, dipping it out of the pail
from time to time with a measure.
The sale of the contents of the pail
extended over a space of between four
and five hours, during the whole of
which time, owing to the neglect of
the respondent to keep the milk stirred,
the ereamm was continually rising to
the surface. When not more than
two quarts of milk remained in the
pail, the appellant purchased of the
respondent a pint of milk, which was
served to him from the pail, and
which, upon analysis, shewed a defi-
ciency of 33 per cent. of fatty matter.
The respondent did not disclose the
deficiency to the appellant. The defi-
ciency was entirely due to the manner
in which the ecarlier customers had
been served.

Held, that the respondent, in Sso
selling t;he milk to the appell.mt, with-
out dlaclosmg its condition, was guilty
of an offence against the above secblou
Pain v. Boughtwood, (24 Q. B.D.,353)
followed. Dg/ke v. Gower [1892] 1,
Q. B., 220.
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