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Full Court.] BoyOR v. SoAmEs. [July 14.

Accord and satUsiaction-Ret ar. of articlo purchased-Pront.se
Io biiy back if pitreliaser's circumstanices shoald chaît.ge.

Appeal from verdict of County Court judge in favour of
plaintiff in action to recover price of a Tilbury cart nianufac-
tured for and delivered to defendant.

After defendant hiad used the cart for a short time, ho went
to 1 Iaifltiff andi told hinm that lie was unable to pay his debt,
(as was apparently the fact), and offered to return the cart.
Thîe plaintiff agreed to this and took the cart. He kept it and
repeatedly tried to seli it without referring to the defendant.
lie continued to so act for about four years withoiit making any
dlaim on defendant for payînent.

llainitiff mwore that at the time of returning the cart, defeii-
dant said he would re-imburse himi when lie was able to do so,
but on cross-examination lie admitted that what defendant
promised miglit have been only to the effect that if, in the
future., his circumstances shoiild beeonie sucli as to justify hý,
keeping homses, hie would buy backi the cart if stili in the plain-
tiff's hands.

IIcid, that there was nothing, in such promise to remnove the
prestinption of an accord and satisfaction arising ont of what
liad taken place when the cart was takeil bp-ý!;, and that the
appeal should be allowed with costs.

T., R. Fergieso>i, for plaintiff. E. L. IIoweli, for defendant.

Vprovitice of lBritfb Columia.

SUPREME COURT.

Full Court.] .[July 31.
G4REEN V. BRîTxII COLUMBIA ErLEcTRIC RY. CO. AND CooNC.

L initation of actin- -i-vaief aeid piible Acis, coi,,t.rictioii of-
R.VC. Stat. 18.96, c. ýI5, s. 60-If Y.B.C. 1897, c. !58-Puiblie
Authortieç Protection Act, 1893 (Im periai>.

Deeeamed, a workrnan Pinployed hy defendanit Cook on a con-
tract work for the clefendant comptviy, was instantly killed hy~
coming in contact witb a live wire. The accident oocurred Aw.ý


