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place at which by the contract they were to be delivered, and in the state
in which by the agreemnent of March they were to be delivered, arnd the
plaintiff, by measurfng, estimating, marking, and stamuping themn with bis
awn stamp, assented to the delivery of theni in the state in which they
were delivered; and unconditionally appropriated these 714 cords ta the

* - contract, and the property therein thereupon passed ta the plaintiff, as %vas
the intention of the parties; and the provisions of the agreement of March
did not prevent he property passîflg; and the plaintiff must bear the Ioss
of the wood which was destroyed by fire.

IV H Blak, for defendant. . A. Âfagee, for plaintiff.

Falconbridge, C.j., Lount, J.] 7.h 6

LAIRD t4 KING.
if/rh' of summans-Re,ewa-ý vc-Rh~12

The decision of 13o%-D, C., ante P. 34, affirmed on appcal for the
4.? same reasons.

H. E. Castn, for plaintift. H . Drtai'o>, for defendant.

Meredith, C.J., NfacMahon, J., Lotunt, J.] [Feb) 18.

DoDn;E z. Sàirrn

4,Chambers, dismissing the eedn' pelfoaiorrofteMsr

which the defendant asserted at the plaintiffs were barred.

the said mines, mineraIs and ores, wèr extinguished by virtue af the said
Jï Act."The Chief justice in Chambers, with %orne dauht, tallowed PAllen v.

Snelus, 40 LX,. N-S- 363, and hcld that the plaintiffs were entitled to knaw
which section of the Act the defendants relied on.

t Graysoft Smill, for the defendant, c'-ntended that it was sufficient ta
follaw the farrn fi Bulien & Leake, 5th ed., p. 921, and simply plead the

t statute.
No one for the pllsintiff.
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