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tiff and deifendant. The plaintiff, with a view to carrying out
hi. part of the contract, expended much time and trouble and
ineurred lia.bilities in making arranlgements for billiard matches.

£isputes having arisen as ta the kind of bal.s ta be used the
defendant repudiated the contraet. The action was tried by
Lord Alveratane, C.J., who gave judgment for the plaintiff for

£.500; and the Court of Appeal (Oozens-Hardy, M.R., and
Farwell and Hamilton, L.JJ.) aifirnied his decisian. The Court
of Appeal being of the opinion that the contract, having regard
to the position of the parties, was a contract for necessaries.--
Education in the art of billiard playing as a means of earning
a living, coming, as the court held, withLin the definition of neces-
saries for which an infant can make a binding contract.

SALE OF GOODS-C.I.F. CONTRACT-NONINSURANCE OF GOODý--
SAPE ARRIVAL OF GOODS AT D)ESTINATION--DELIVERY-BRE£cHI

0F COWI'RACT.

Orient Co. v. Brekke (1913) 1 E:.B. 531. The plaintiffs con-
tracted with the defendants for the sale of a quantity of ival-
nuts at a price to caver cort, insurance and freight. The goods
were sent froin Bordeaux and arrived gafely at their destination
in England; the plaintiffs lied, hawever, omitted ta insure thein,
as required by the cantract. The defendants refused to ogeeept
themn on the ground that they had not been insured. The case
was tried in the Mayor's Court and judgxnent given i favour
o! the plaintiffs, but the Divisional Court (Lush, and Roxvlatt,
JJ.> heid that, by reagon of the omission to insure, there had
been no deiivery in accordance with the contract, and therefore
the plaintiffs were flot entitled ta recover.
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