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monteith v. meechants' despatch CO. 49

in carried to Liverpool for reward to
shipped from Waterford in purauance of the‘purpose 

fo, which they were delivered, and after they were 
so shipped plamtlff requested defendants to change the
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dants gave plaintiff notice so soon asVv , Jh ^ defen- 
thereof. Averment, that sueh last mentioL proT^nd 
such het mentioned bill of lading, besides bei 
signed without any consideration, 
under a mistake mutual to 
believing that said goods 
transit at which their destination 
by defendants, wheu the fact 
than aforesaid there
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