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*Ct. Apj NOTES OP CANADIAN CASEq. (Ct. Ap.

People's Bank in good faith and in due course was that tlie plaintiff was to pay the balance
of business. of the price and reinove the cattle froin the

Appeal dismissed without costs. defendant's premises by a date certain, but
Macmauter, Q.C., for appellants. that hie failed to do so, and the deféndant 'vas

- Geoffrion, Q.C., for respondents. obliged, after the date certain had passed, to
',. t'soul the cattle at a much lower price; and hae

couriter-claiied for d'amages in excess of the

~~ 4t~~ GILLESPIE V. STEPHENS. 2oi heonhds
Tho jury found a verdict for the plaintiff for

Reddition de cmt-Seten by miandator 1the $20O upon conflicting testirnony.
with h1 is Mandatory vithout vouchers, effect of IHeld, upon the evidence, that thera was no
-Actinn en redresqement de compte. l ground foi-' :nterfering with the findings of the

Held aflrring he udgent f te curtjury, atxd that the plaintiff could waive the
belott, that if a iandator and a mandatory, bec fcnrcad setn etein
labourieg under no legal disability, creto j proper diqposition of the cattle, rnerely require

an aicale etfemet aouttherener- the defendant to, repay te bum the inoney paid
ing of an acceunt due by the rnandatcry with. on accouut.
ont vouchiers or an), forinality wîhatsoever A¶'lesworth, for respondent.
such a rendering cf account is perfertly legal; Holenai, for appellant.
and that if subsequently the mandator dis-

M covers an3' errors or omissions3 in the account
his recourse against his mandatory is by an
action en redressement de compte, and flot by an C. C. Middlesex.] Spebr2.
action asking for another conîplete account.GaAMVO'LtA AN

J' Appeal dismissed with cots. GRHMV. O'CALLAGHAN.
-Fleming, Q.C., and Nicolls, for appellant. uSLV OCLAHN

Carerforresondnt.Replevin-Damages can be rerovered for eloyned

goods.

S In an action of replevin, where the sherifi'
' CURT0F P1'A1 has been unablo te replevy the articles mien-

tiotied iii thec writ by reason of tlicir havinig
been lest or eloyned by the defendai,ý, tîxe

C. C Oxerdj [Spteberag.plaintiff zay recover the value cf the goods as

4.HTnIsN damagcs vLr the counit is iii the detixiet asq well as the -lutinent.
Waivrofbcachfcwxrad.Special damages are rccoverable for the

* ' The stateinent of claim alleged that the Iltrespass te tlm~ geods actually replevied, and
planti tucae rr h eedn oe hie plaintiff is net cenfined to nominal dam-

cattle, on the terms tLat the defendant shculd 1ages. usually given for the costs ef the re-
A î' keep theni on his premises until they sheuld ,Plcvin bond-

-~ 'c be in a condition fit te expert; that the plain. Moss, Q.C., for appellant.
tiff paid the defendant $2o0 on accounit ef the R. M. Meredith, centra.
purchase; that the plaintiff afterwards de.
inanded a delivery of the cattle, which the
defendknt wholly refused: and in breach of

~ , his contraet sold and delivered the cattie to
'j. another person; and the plaintiff clai me te

r recover bark the Szoo deposit, which hoe had
'T denianded before action, but which had been
; t' efused.

The defendant's version of the bargain 1


