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DIGEST OF ENGLisH LÂW REPORTS.

ahould pay over te W. any balance received
abovo the £170 and coets, and, if les. than that
sum was received, W. should be liable for the
balance. When W. paid the £170 and coste,
the property was to become hie. Ield, that
the two writinge conetituted a mertgage, and
were void against creditors as net being regis-
tored under the Bills of Sale Act (17 & 18 Vict.
c. 36, §§ 1, 2, 7). -Exc parte Odeil. In re Wal-
den, 10 Ch. D. 76.

See LIEN, 2 ; SALE. 3, 4.

Nàmx. -See MISDESCRLPTToN.

NEGLIENcE.-8ee PART-NERSHIP.

OBLITERATION,.-See WILLS, 3.

PARTIES. -See MORTGAQE, 1.

P.ÂRTNERtSHTP.

1. Two women, V. C. a nd M. W., bucame
partners in bueineee in London, in 1875, under
the firm namo of C. & W. In 1877, V. C.mar-
ried one L. In 187 8, the partnership wae dis-
solved, and it was ordered by the court that
1the said partnerehip business, and the lease-

hold promises, trade, fixtures, stock in trade,
good-will, and business be forthwith sold as a
going concern, " te the partner who should bid
the highest. M. W. was the purchasor, and she
afterwarde carried on the business under the.
old style. The deed of assignment contained
the clause, " including the right te represent
that the business as recently carried on by C.
& W. is 110W being carried on by the said M.
W." L and hie wife lived in Paris, and did
business there under the firm namo of C. &
Ce. Held, that M. W. could net be enjoined
frem using the old firm name ; and per JAMES.
L * J., that the aasignment conveyed the right
te its use.-Levy v. Walker, 10 Ch. D. 436.

PATENT. -See JUDGMENTý.

PAYMELNT. -See SURETY.

PLEÂADING ANI) PRACTICE. -See ACTrION
JUDGXENT; MORTUAGE, 1; TRUST, 1.

POLICY.-See LIzN, 1.

PRtINCIPLE AND SURET'Y.--See SuRETy.

PROMSE.-See LIMITATIONS, STATUTE OF.

PReVîSO. -Soe MOMTGAGE, 3.

REALTY AND PERRSONALITY. -Se CON vERSION;

WILL, 6.

REÇE'.-See SALE, 4.

REqîoNATIoî. -See MISDLsF-,IrloN;; MORT-
GAGE, 5; SALE, 3.

RELIGIOUS EDUCATION. -See HU8EAND AN D

WliFE.

REmoTzNp'Is.-See WILL, 2.
aRES ADJUDICATA-SeO JUDGMÉNT.

RESIDEizCE, RIaur 'ru NAmE.-S'ee
TION.

RESIDUARY LEGATIRE. --- Sce LEGAcy.

RECOVATION. -See W ILL.

INJUNe-

RIQHT 0F WAY.

By a public Act, a corporation was empow-
ered te build a pier according to plaus. It was
alleged that, if the pier was huilt in the manner
previded by the act, a certain public riglit ef
way would ho thereby rendered unavailable
for use. Held, that, if that were the case, the
Act muet be held te have extinguished the
right of way by implication, though no refer-
on ce was mnade te the m attor in the Act. -Cor-
poration of Yarmouth v. Simmns, 10 Ch. D.
518.

]RIPARIÂN 1iIGHTS. -See WÂTERCOURSE.

SALE.

1. A mnan brought pigs into market, and
sold thein with ail faults and expressly
wîtheut warranty. They turned eut to have
typhoid fever, and died on the purchaser'à
hands, and infected his other pige. The acta
of the seller amounted te a breach of the sta-
tute prohibiting suuch sale in market of infected
animale, and inflicting a penalty. bld, that
the existence ef the statute did net raise an
implied representation that the pige were
sound, and the purchaser had ne remedy.-
Ward v. Hebbis, 4 App. Cam. 13;sa. c. 2 Q. B. D.

331; 3 Q. B. D. 150; 12 Arn. Law Rev. 104,
738.

2. One W. obtained some sheep ef the, de-
fendant, under colour ef a purchase, but in fact
by false pretences. The plaintiff bought them
of W. bona fide, and in regular course, but net
in mnarket evert. October 25, W. was arrested
en a warrant procured by the defendant, for
ebtaining goode under false pretences, and
Nevember 7 follewing, ho was cenvicted under
24 & 25 Vict. e. 96. That Act piovides that,
in case of ebtaining geede by false pretences,
where a persen is 6"'indicted en behaîf of the.
ewner ef the preperty, and cenvicted,...
the property shall ho restored te the owner.'"
Meanwhile, on Nevember 7, the defendant
found the sheep, and went and teok them into
possession. lleld, that the statutes did net
affect the question between these parties, and
the defeudant was hiable fer conversion. The
reason cf the rid giving preference te the in-
nocent purchaser, as laid dewn in Root v.
French %'13 WVend. 570), preferred by CecE-
BU RN, C. J., te the English reasen as given in
"1Benjamin on Sales. "-Moyce v. Netciîgton,
4. Q. B. D. 32.

3. Where household geede are seld, and a
receipt given for the purchase-meney, and a
detailed inventory of the goode is attached and
made part of the receipt, and the seller re-
mains iii possession, the sale is void as againat
creditors. unlese the document is registered
under the Bille of Sale Act, 1854 (17 & 18SVict.
c. 36). AlI.sopp v. Day (7 H. & N. 457), and
,Byerley v. Pre-'ost (L. R. 6 C. P. 144), diete-
sed. Sec Woodyaie v. Godjrvy (4 Ex. D. 59). -
Ex parte Câôoper. In re Batim, 10OCh. D. 313.

4. The houeehold goode cf W., a jndgment
Idebtor, were seized uîîder afi.fa., and sold by

byteshcriff te the father-in-law of W., who
tokareceipt therefer containing an inventory

cf the geods. The same day the purchaser lot
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