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fOr “
Saturi;b’ net Fash, open till Saturday.” On
“ ease}' morning B. telegraphs to A. & Co.:
r e]iVEWIre whether you would accept sixteen
limgy Yo ry over two months, or, if not, longest
u would give.”
i t(}i: I;ay no atter{tion to the telegram,
M accepty afternoon of Saturday, B. telegraphs
ction ince of the offer of A. & Co.
cifie s afterwards brought by B. to compel
ence, ;;‘n%erformance. Have A. & Co. any de-
(2) & a,ttlf so, how far is it a valid one?
a PUr.ch ends an auction sale of dry goods
: ich 5 ases a number of lots, the value of
singly bgirtEgate $320, not one of the lots
ow farg _Of the value of .$4o.
Nder 1o Stls there a valid contract of sale
A atute of Frauds?
o g%d'sagr;es with B. to purchase a quantity
tor the‘a he agreement is not in writing.
ang asks fOgl’eement A. goes to B.s warehouse
0 p‘"Chaser Samples. of the goods he has agreed
en e p.r and which he promises to pay for
. € takes the bulk.
®ntere dsszfIES SO .taken are weighed and are
Wardg refialnsr A.in BJ’s sale book. B. after-
ow fars‘es to complgte the sale.
A ValliZthe bargain a complete one ?
tatute contract f(.)r sale of goods under
faris evige of Frauds is entered into, How
it part nce of a verbal agreement to abandon
- ltg g l‘lhs’ or to add to or omit, or modify any of
» admissible ?
Rlarge 'a:‘(t)ﬂ‘s into a contract to deliver to B.
SMain by unt of machinery, in exchange for
live, o t;ges, to !Je turned over to A. after de-
Al ;3 machmery:
Side ally does deliver, not all, but a con-

Table popr:
[¢3 .
Acepys it,p rtion of the machinery to B., who

and

Spe

N ey .
Posgeg on being brought by A. to obtain

sio
Eround tn of the barges, B. defends, on the
m,achiner at the delivery of the whole of the
tainj, ¥ s a condition precedent to A.'s ob-
ow f; ¢ barges, .
ar is th; .
Y15 this a valid defence, and why ?

C
Ontracts —Mercantile Law.

() A Examiner: F.]. JOSEPH.

o : :

QDera. P}ll"chases a ticket for a seat in the

ﬁ:her" a: seat is subsequently sold to an-
ADage, wh A. a right of action against the
0 sold him the ticket ?

(2) Under what circumstances can you show
that a contract in writing has been subse-
quently varied by parol?

(3) An executed consideration must be
founded on a previous request. Mention any
cases in which a previous request is implied.

(4) Where there are words in a contract of
a particular meaning, followed by words of a
general meaning, how are the general words to
be construed?

(5) How may an agent be appointed who is
to perform acts for his principal under the
Statute of Frauds ?

(6) Distinguish between *joint ownership ”
and “ partnership.”

(7) A. sells his business to B., allowing B. o
use his (A.’s) name. B, using As mame, pur-
chases goods from C., who is unaware of the
change in the business. B. fails, owing C. Can
C. recover against A. (1) if he (A.) had (when
in business) never traded with C.; (2) if C.
knew that A. had retired from the business and
had merely lent the use of his name to B?

(8) Where an authority is given 10 three per-
sons jointly and severally, can one ora major-
ity bind the principal ?

(9) A. overdraws his bank account $5,000.
The bank had previously lent A. $5,000 on a
warehouse receipt, for which A. gave them as
collateral security B.'s note. The note falls due
and is paid by B. Can the bank apply the
proceeds of B.’s note to A.s overdrawn account?
Supposing the bank had a chest containing
plate which A. had left with them for safe-
keeping ; would the bank have a lien upon it
for AJs indebtedness ?

(10) A. gives B. a note for $500. Under what
can A. set up the defence,

circumstances (if any)
on-payment of the note,

in an action by B. for n
that B. had agreed to renew the note ?

Taylor's Equily.
FEvaminer : A. W. AYTOUN-FINLAY.

(1) A., in accordance with an agreement,
transfers a bill of exchange to B., but through
oversight neglects to indorse it, and before he
has an opportunity of doing 0 he dies.

Will equity grant any, and, if so, what relief
to B.? *

(2) “Ignorance of the law excuses no one.”
What is the extent and limitation of the ap-

plication of this maxim ?



