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C'O.TRAC-f-'ALE OF GOODS--4 'ýÀTO< 0F TiE»E-REAON.-.LE-

NFF58-APPROPRIAnION V'- <300b TO CO%TEACT.

Produee R-oker8 O.(lypiaù OÙ k Cake Co. (1917) 1 K.B. 320.
This is an appeal froin the decision of a Diiional Court (1916)
2 JQB. 296 (noted ante vol. 52, p. 390). The queston waa a to
validitv of a custom of trade to the efleet tk -t gooda ini transit
nughi be validly appropniated by the seIter to a particular con-
tract, notithstandmng that at the time of such appropriation the
goods nîight, unknG.%n to the seller, have been actually loM at
sea. The Divisional Couurt upheld the customf. and the Court cî
Appeal () ord Cozens Hardv, and War-rington. ani Scrutton.
1IJ 1 afi mi his dprision.

LANDLORD AND TFN .XT--(ONF--EXNT BY TENANT TO PAIN r PRt-

MVI.IPE IN .E ît vAL-oI BY LIlk.SEE Tro TERMINATI.
TEX AN(Y DURIXG <'URRENY OF OEHL A4LFl LF:S-SEI.

Kirklinton, v. li'>oI 1M ;) 1 K.B. 332. I'hî, was an action b%
. andlor1 agaiùist bir- tenants for i,rearfi of a coveinant to pin

thie iiernised prernises li a certain vpcfi' eair The teniants
:'ouglit in esegalpe liailiity O n t be irroun<I t bat prie' *o thle seifled
Year tbey ha gi- en '1notire of tiir juitenitin i ft terwî'na te t he

tnzduring t bat *catý'r. T'U SI;si'cî % l vear was 1916. and
accordîng to thi etci thea Tenancv vas- tsruînati'î ii 'Mardi.
!916. L.usb. J.. lil! t bat 1i swasii imefîai

SAEO GO~ OîIrAca 'î< ' \T saA ' sII >

I RTY.

IIcoly 1.,f1 i 1917, 1 K. fi. 33~7- This wâas ani act ion iv
liforee a conitr m f ,(- t f -fiî sf hsh in t he folbo%% ing circinmatances
nhe plainiff carricîl on business asý a fish cxpo<rtpr at Valeitia,
JreLinid. the deciaiscîntracted to biuv 21> boxes *>f hard.
brîgbit ;narizcrel t o l'e 4-11t tf thei defciidatits at Bilingsp'ate.
Or the -saniev day ii.- pliulltT consigneil bY railway to hie zwm
<irder inl Holylhead, 190 boxes oif niacervi, and telegraphIcd in-
strîictitens t'> the railwiy conipany, out oif tlit- 190 to deliver 20>
of theni to the defendlaîîîs,. an<1 tle re8t of th(- 190 boxes to ether
nazned persons. (}wiîig to a delay iii the train frowj Vaiextia to
Duilpiin the boat k' %vhich thev ought to have lx-en carried tie

IlhçulwiLs .nied. Af-er the 190 boxes hiad been delivrdt
the' rihav the plaintiff sent the defendants an invoice in which
they stated that tfie goodas were at the l)uyern' risk after their

In'I~r~l Valentia t<î the railway conipany. 'ihe raiiway,


