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Suiiîe i5poi AN An)vEr.TSrsarN. or AN AUCTîeaNNOES, cF EMcaa'DeîNT e

/e.c V. Har srison thc goods were actually
pllt up for sale and bids takenl, in n hich
case ordiisarily there could be nao ceutract
te sel1 inspiied, bccause of tise vwell nus-
derstood cusîemlary power of the auctions
cor to boy in ; but there was rooni for,
implying it fremi the use of the -wosrds

nwithsoot reserve." In sinother view, iii-
dceed, the absence of these w'ords is of
Nveîsht, bicesuse Wibhouit thesu, even if
the cauctionieer had put up the goods for
sale, ie îsîîhht, consistciity witis War/ew
V. Laîiebve bOuhiît tbocri-1 i, and
se deféated the buyer's expectatieas;
-wlî jobs w'euld mnaie it impossible for tise
,bu1 or te prove Lie isad sustained nnly
damnago by his net putting thora up.
.I3't, excsîît ia)dir"ctly, this des niot teucli
the questien cf whetber the ecuîese

11(0a contract with cvery eue whe
carne te thse sale. Unltil TVarlst v. Fier-
r'isen is ever-ruled (ansi some doubt w as
threwn upon tise deci,ýioil in tise recent
case) if must be considereci tisat wisere
geeds are actually put up " without re-
serve," and bid fer, the auctioec~er is
bound te lineek tbomn dewn te bbhelsigh.-
est bidider ; but there is ne reasen for
carryiîsg tise doctrine elle stop fuibber,
,amd thecases cf Harris v. NicPerson ani
Sjpeiîcer v. lardin g msust put ni ced te
the fantastie iclea cf sumlg upota an ad-
venti.' 'mont cf an auctioni.

'NVc may observe that lb is poinbecl eut
ina note te Frost v. reiglit, L. R. 5 Ex.

337, tisat in semue systesus cf law n reine-
dy seoins ùuder sonie circusustauces te be
given te eue te whorsi ail offer is made,
Nvhicb is retracted befere he accepts it ;
but thcre is ne trace cf any sucli. riglit
being nlle-wed by the Eniglisis law, iier
dees thse inisohief wbich such a rude
seins designcd te rernedy appear te be
equai to the ineenvenience Nyhich if
Nvould cause.-,eiies Joîunal.

Lord Selbcrnie's ideas ripou the suli-
jeet, cf trial by jury mîay be gathiered
frein wlbat foul frein lsim in the Patent
Miin/e Invenioneîs GCnqepn v. Chaddicn
<s-e Notes cf the XVeGk). An applica-
tion m-as nmade te bis Lordsbip te bave is-
sues in a patent caus~e relating te iseveity
and inifringeiment tnied by a jury. Indi-
recbing tha thbe trial siiouid take place
hefore the Judge witb eut a jury, Lord
Selborne said that the Judge couid keep
-the evidence botter under contrai when
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MCGr-inIe v. MCGL 5553.

MarrieS ifsonan-Rtjht te inaintainî trover against
hesband for gosds poesc xnd ôy her t'efore nzarriuge-
Coso. ,Stat. U. C. clb. 73, & 35 Vehci. 16 Constru.-
ti ons of.

Ifrld, that a married womai 'who, without aay
just cause, leaves hier husbaud's hoîsse and lives
apart froua hM, cannot in virtue of Consol. Stat.
1]. C. eh. 73, ia ce rnectiess with 35 Vict. cli. 16,
brin., ais actioni agalust hlm as for the w rongful
conversion by lîjusi of certain goods, ùliattels,
aiid household furnitrire, ivlich lise ing becou
the property of tl,- wife before mnarri age, came
into, the actual possession of the hushaud uposi
and in virtue of the marriage, and were uised by
husbaud and wife joilstly S'uboequientiy to the
marniage ut th ldeibîg lieuse of the husband,
until shle 'chose to separate herseif and live
apart fromn hlm, hy reason tint upon lier demand,
after lier departurc fromi his bsouse, lie relused to
give, lier up tise goods te take away with lier,

FrAvER, v. MON-aRErAi Tnarer ta'se Co>1rary.
Telcrawph Cenaisrcîete triiismît mssage-

Po sInsSabeCesret

One F., et flamlilton, delivered te th, defendi-
ants a message to lie trauismitted to plaintiff,
ut Wakefield, Mass., payiug for the trans-
mission. The defendants having failesi to de-
liver the saine to the plaintiff, ho brouglit
an action againet them for lamnage caused.
therelsy.
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sitting nione, and that upon aîîy ques-
tiens cf science the Judgc 'a a cospe-
terit as a jury te forni an opinion. if
trial by jury is te lie judged upon sucli
n'reunds, ib w'ill speedily decay. In every
case, probably, a judige, by kccpiiig all
tise evicbeace in bis cwii bsead, wuould keep,
it boetter iii band tisais if it Laad te bu,
suliittecl te a jury, and procbably in-a
vast niuniber cf cases the opinion cf ne
mian la as good as tbat cf tw'elvc. Tise
question is, whetber, in important causes
invelving- evidence whaisl nîay bave a
differeut effeet upon different minds, it is
net expedient tisat tise tribunal te decide
tbenîslsould comprise n jury.-Lau' Jour'nal.


