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that the defendants were negligent in flot taking steps ta, stop
further accidents, and Wills, J., wh triee thc action, gave judgmnent
for the plaintif. On appeal the judgment was afflrmed by the
Court of Appeal (Collins, M.R., Romer, anid Mathew, L.JI.). The
defendants relied on onc of their rides which provided that " na
warranties were given with the goods sold b>' the society except

on the writtefl authority of one of the managing directors or the
assistant manager," and that the femnale plaintiff bought the goods
subject ta that rule. But the Court of Appeai held that even if the
rule overrode the provisions of s. 14, sub.-s. i, of the Sale of Goods
Act, whereby the seller impliedly warrants the fitnless of goods
sold for a particular purpose, whichi Collins, M.R., and Ramier, 1-J.,
were inclined ta think it did not, yet that the defendants had been
gult>' of negligence in not giving warning ta the purchaser of the
tin iii question of the danger ta be incurred in opening it,

PRACTICE -SOLICITOR AND CI.IENT-SOLICITOR ACTING. AS" PAR,.I~EN1ARY

.',GE\T COSTS INCURRE!) AS PARI.I.N.NIES[ARY A(OISl IANATI1o N,

li re Baker ' I 1903> i K.13i. 1'89. Stolîcitors who had actedsoe-
as pImriameiîtary agent-; delivercd a bill of their ctsts. and on the
application of the clients under the Solicitor's Act an ordeî XVds

madle rcferring it ta, a master for taxation. lty two Acts the costs
of parliaînentary agents are regulated and provision., made for
their taxation, and the solicitors contcnded tliat it was onfly undcr
those Acts the taxation could be had, and the Court of Appeal
'Collinis, MI.R,, and Ramner, .J., sc field, and res(lthe order of
Ridley. J.
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PRîEîSI~SK- ERECrION OF. Cî.OCi O-IDIsr~ IWIFiF rRimNIISbS 1 RADE Sic.

/'ickmore v. l)jnypier, 90.3, i Ch. 1 58, wvas ain action by a lcssor
for a mandatory injunctian to coinpe a tenant to rem 'v)\e a dlock
crecteil om the outer wall (J the <lemised premiscs as an aîdvertise.
menit for bis business, suc:h trectiani being allegý I to be a hreach
of a covenant not ta înakc alterations in thv demiscd premnises
without the wvritten consent of the lcssor. F'arivell, J., grantud fic
injuonction, but the Court of Appeal \VlinStirling, mal

Cows-llaryI .JJ.) rversed bis decîsion, ami held that the
plaintiiff was înot entitled to succeed, on the groind that ihie
crection of the dlock was not an ' alterationi within th-" nmening
of the covelnant.


