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REPLEVIN. forthcr proceedings should be

Jteptemn bond—Action on—Stav Jlatea et al T- Bachtu, 34.
i'r?ce«cZiT o" «7»ito6fc 

yrownife] — The defendants’ tim- 
bei- limits adjomed thosé of B. & C 
but from uncertainty of desoription 
m their respective licenses the divi­
sion Iine was. not defined. The 
defendant replevied 216 jdeces of "

B™TIVB COVENANT.
agent as the boundary of the defen- Åee “ALE of Land, 3.
dants’ limits, but on account of the 
mfirmity in his license he faiied in
LreTT\V6 I,ieces’ for a re- 
turn of whmh B. & C. were entitled

judgment. The latter procured
entoftto-repleLZd

1 T ossignéd it to the
5^rro”ght T action SALE OF GOODS.

that the timber i?n qumtiot wm"™ V ti‘W ^ **"«<*«
upon lands intended by the Crown to SCdefenda™ts, with 
be within the limits of the d™en *^0wle.dSe that a consignment of 
dants license, though B 1 O Ti ÄJ? n"*’ of the quantity
some grennds for® asserttg «t,e onÄTYT"° W 
thereto. 8 6 .tila* K™und, though negotiations

Beld, that, there havin» m, p ac0 for “ reduotion in price
breach of the oondition of fåe ta?d* fotoTTiå* delay’ *c’ but took 
B. & C. became entitled to recovei Tl e oT .0 °Ut °f 25 —i -t 
such damages as they had sustaujd till T 10 Ca5? reraain, J ih bond 
by replevin proceedings ; that the /TTTT *° m d"-tiea- 
bond, after it was assiimed bv th «,lv r ' T tbere wa* ovirlence on

by assignment was entiUed to »e-
Bwwd* TT6”6 ”^Court » SALE OF LANtf—

by the defendant ottT^ZcT Frou,T<T"<>'hcule-Sla** tf 
"dbyB AC., incttingTnd t™ tITI”/^
»porting the timber np to thetfe”" . ■ 1> am.tlff was the lessee of cer-
it was replevied, less a^et off fonnd T- pre?u*e8 used » » feotoiy, and

2itÄss« ayssÄSstÄ

stayed.

REPRESENTATION.
»See Desgent.
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