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~~fr dantstated that the hirig was for a deflnite pex-iod of eight montha for'$~o
~t '~'t~'~t ~ Yno time having beon fixed for payment, and hi& accouait was corroborated

by a witneis who was present when the bargaain wus made.
-e Plaintiff left the service of. defendant after four months, without defen-
~ dant's consent, and without any valid reasan or excuse.

The County Court judge held that the. mincIs of the parties iiad flot
J . l'- Ct as to the terms or -duration of the intended contract, and that as the

plaintiff had worked-four full months, he should b. allowed for hie work oi.
'~r ~a quantum mert4it.

a. L Hd, that even if the plaintiff had misunderstood the legal effect of
the bargain he liad made, he was stili bound by it: SmithÈ v. Rughes, L R.

*6 Q.B, 597; and that he could not recover ariything for bis services without
fuliy completing hie contract.

Cùtter v. .Powell, e Smith'a L.C. i, and BpÎtasu v. Rossi&r, 11 B.D.
t23, followed. Appeal allowed with coste.

.::~~ J.D. Cameron, Q.C., for plaintifi. Wkst, for defendant.

-Full Court3 CLOUTIER V. GaORGEsoN. [March ici,
,~~ £xempiorns Asgument for creditors -k&no xmdci V
j ~ .aîsignee when assignar £Iettea to make choice-Assigvments Ad,

Y.. .. R..Mc. 7, j. 3-Eempions Aet, R.S.M. C. 53, s. e.,

The plaintifi, a merchant, made an assignmcût ini the usual statutory
t 'form of ail hie stock in trade, and personal property,, etc., liable to seizure

t t un-der execution ta the defeS&nt in trust foi creditors.
Arnongst the chattels in the store were the following - Shelving, drawers

an ones auda $7ao, a staircase valued at $soo, and a number of
sinal mchiesa sfé,tables, chairs, show cases and other ehop furniture

valued at $Soi. la; ail of which were set forth in the inventory with the
knowledge andc consent of plaintiff. AUl these articles were included in the

à' sale made by defendant by .auction at 6o cents on the dollar of the valu&-
tions; but, befare the sale was completed, the plaintiff's solicitors notified
the defendant that the plaintiff claimed thc flxtures" ini the shop as not
kcing liable to execution, and the landiord clainied the shelving, draw<ars
t&..d countera. Defendant theri abandotied the. latter to the landiord and
left the staîrcast on the prernîses, but reccived and distributed the. purchase
mon.>' of the other goada încluding those above nientioned as valued at

Ms:.o
A considerable time afterwards the plaintiff clainied that these articles

ntwere exemnpt under sub.-s. (J)of s. 53 of The. Exemptions Act, R.S.M. c. 83,
hqwhich specifies. tools .. and necessaries used .. in the practice

of his trade, profession or occupation ta the value af five, hundred dollars,"
and had flot passed by the assignment. le then brought this action to
recover their value.


