
was no aimilitude between the cases. The Plaintiffs'on the otiier band Lad
cited from Story on Sales ( supra ) and there the mea8ures laid down for adoption
in defanit of paymont of 'i o, evon whero thue property bad passed to the vendee
were exaetly thoso taken by thex.-Under ail the circumstancea the Plaintifs
are entitled to the aniont prayedl for, and coats.

LIST 0F JUDGMENTS 1RENDERED 29TH DECIEMBER, 1860.

The 11o1. A. STUAUT:
]Brown vs. Clark-Homologating rep. of distribution.
B3ank B. N. A.merioa vs. Dalkn.-Judgment for Plaintif.
Taylor vs. Ryan.-On motion. Fï.ýparte Quebeo Harbour Coinrmionera.

Ratification of Titie.
Têtu vs. St. Hilaire & Iloberge.-On mot-ion.Eayv.MHghdlbd.
Laguut vs. Turnpike Trust,-On motion.
Kennedy vir. Irvine et al. & Supple.-On motidh.
Langlois i8. .Allaire-For £49 2s. and costs.
Quinn vs. Equitable Insurance Conpany.-For ;£làO ana coots.
Séminaire 'vs. Dallimome-on motion.
flodeau v8. lloy & Caiupeau.-On motion.
Elglington vs. Renand.-Ea bornage.
Mercier v.S. Roy.-On motion.
Societé Con8truction, vs. Smith & White.-Opposition dLisse<l
Berry vs. May &Stevenson.-Opposit.ion maintaiued.

The non, ri. 0. G.AusrnIUn:
Quebeo Building Society vsr. Jones.-On motion.

M.Asszistant Juftice TAscHaF«u :
Dom. Beg. vs. Lavoie-En boraae.
LeM-àesurier vs. Newhouso & Phillips & Armstrong -p,. a. f. droit.

Gaemyer vs. TPhe Corporation & Lngueux.-or PlaintiM
Beaudouin vs. Grand Trunk Railway -On motion.
Casils et al. vs., Leblanc-Fror Plaintifs
Soc!'et.Y Con. vs. Atkins & Smith.-Oppositioa ucimissed
.&udexsouri vs. St. Jean-lue-. demau& dis!nLssed.
Chapman et «L vs. ]3enson.Ozi motion and &f. en dr-oit.
Doyer 'vs. Srndnrd. Action instituted in 1840.,Judgment gtwad costs.
Camnpbell iv. Martin & Martin.-Maintaining opposition.
Broyu v&-Burstal. -For Plailnti -Michon v8 Gxagnon - Maitaitù]gd.

murrur to 1Rep. en ci#.

TIb( bu hd at the. princtipal BroJktores. PrIce 121 4inib.


