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HeId, also, assumning that s ihe exeeeded ber
antliority iu givlng armortgage under geai, yet,
as the mortgage would ho vslid without a seal
in lier own naine, the seal did not make it iu-
valid for ail purposes,, or prevent it from being
given lu evidenco as a justification derived fromi
the plaintifi throtigl bisagent of the acta comn-
plained of.

Held, aiso, thiat as by this action the plaintiff
ratified the conduct of hic wife in purchasing
the furniture, lie chould not be allowed to re-
pudiate the mortgage which formed part of the
whole arrangement.

,Semble, that flac wîle standing by and per-
maitting the sale of the property under the
maortgage wac coine evidence under the plea of
leave sud licence.

Per WILSON, J.- iJder C. S. U. C. ch. 73,
the wifc liad power to boy the furniture with
lier owu, meanis and on bier own credit, and to
deal witli it as if sole and unmsrried ; and in
the ordinsry exercice of that riglit ale could
give a morigage by deeccin ber owui name as if
a femme sole.

RFE WESCOTT cET AL. AiND THE UqarRÂnORAN OF
THE COUNTY 0F PETERBOEOUGHI.

Mondamus te beeili bridge-Pueblie Werkc Act, Cen,
Stet. C. ehi. 28> sce. 10, schedule IlA "1-A utlierit

cf Ceompany te bath?.
Iu 1856 a roaci company obtaiuied leave to

build a bridge at a point on the O. river, froîn
tjae Public Works Department, under wliose
control this portion of the river was, upon con-
dition that in tLe event of navigation bcing
resumed the bridge chould ie removeci, and if
tlie Government reqiried a drawbridge slaould
hoc substituted. Navigation heing resuimed, the
bridge was ordereci to be rernoved by the De-
partmcent, sud nec reinoveci by the Connty,
under whose control the road liad passeci.
Upon application for a maudamus to thec Cor-
poration of the Connty to build a swing or
other bridge at the point. IIeld, hat it ivas
diccretionary lu. the Goverument to shlow a
bridge there or not, sud that the County were
neither autborised nor coînpebled to bnild it.
The application was therefore refuced.

TA'YLOR v. CAMPBELL, Postmaster-Geueral.
Ceutreets fer perticcîentcrg and depcrtmeutcl print-

iug Ccnscteiee cf.

On the 2nd of Jnly, 1869, plaintiff coutracteci
'witli one H. as clerli cf the Joint Comnîittee
of both Ronces of Parliamneut,,to do the print-
ing, &c., for botb Ifouses at scednled prices.

Ontb. lth of October, .1869, tue plaintif 'COn.
tractèdwith 11cr -Msjestyfor ail the prhxtiug
required for the several departmneuts, as speci-
ficc in requisitions to ho mnade uponi him. by tiha
depsrtmcentc respectîvely, inciuding the Fost-
mater-Geuersl's, at sccbduled prices ; which
were lower than thoce under the first coutract,
sud SQ teudered for as sllcged by plaintiff, be-
cause lie expecred ini cases wlicre simuilar înatt&
was required under botli eontractc to use the
type set to fulfil onie for the other. When the
contracts wcre eutered into the custom. wss for
the annual reports of the hesds of depsrtmeutc
to ho priuted ou the order of, sud paid. b>' sncb
departmeuts, sud the copies required for Parlia-
meut werc ordercd sud paici for separately
tbrougb the clerk of flac Joint Committeo on
Printing ; sud afterwards b>' resolution of the
Conanittee, coucurrd lu by the Huse, it was
directed' that the sunual reports sbouid ho
printed ou the order of the comusittec, under
the first contreet, iucluding a sufficieut niumber
for the use of the depsrtmneuts witb which. the
departments should ho clisrged.

Thc reports of the Postmster-General having
been thus ordered sud printed, the plaintiff
ciaimed to charge for the extra mnmber requireci
for the departmeut under the second conîrset,
sud for the composition as thongli re-set for the
department. JIeld, that bue bsd no sncb riglit.

Q uSre, wliether sncb an action wvould lie
againet thc Postmnacter-Cenersl, sud as te o
propriet>' of ackiug the Court to pronoulnce aie
Opinion.

ALLEN ET AL V. CHîdnoLM.
Carriage bg wteer-A grec nent te pay etertcge-Right

ta set it cf agaieet fî'eight.

The plaintiffs sgreed witb dlefendauts to carry
11662 30-60 buchels of wbeat fromi Toronto to
Kingston, at 31 cents per bucliel. The bill of
lsdiug beinig sîgned for the whole amount, anti
stipulatiug that ''the vessel was te deliver the
quantit>' expressed or psy chortage." Ou the
deliver>' to thec cousignees 181 luciole short,
ttc>', representing defendants, whose interest iu
lihe wheat conlinucd, refused to psy freigict.

Helel, that defendants score hiable for the
frcight, sud hsd no riglit to deduet their dlaim
for shortage; suce dlaim not bcing a hiquîdsted
demanci se as to form the subjeet of set off
sgainct the freiglit.

33 Viet. ch. 19, sec. 30, doos trot appîy te
cases boîsceen masters of vessels sud oscuors of
goods, but oui>' between masters sud couisignees
or endorcars for value.


