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delivered to the Clerk of the Peace until the 17th
March, 1871. The list for 1869 had been de-
livered on the 19th August of that year,

Per Richards, C. J., and Morrison, J., the list
of (11869 wag the one which should have been
used.

Per Wiison, J., that of 1870 was properly
used ; for that the month should be construed to
mean a month from the 15th August, when the
roll should have been, or any earlier day when it
may in fact have been, delivered; that the roll,
though delivered too late, would not otherwise
be “valid and effectual for the purposes of this
Act;” and the neglect of the clerk should not
be allowed to disfranchise voters.

There were 41 voters on the list of 1869 who
were not on that of 18470, but it was not shown
that the vote of any one entitled to vots by either
list had been rejected ; nor was it shown or sug-
gested that the use of one roll instead of the other
could have in any way affected the result of the
election. Held, that the election was not avoided,

Held, also, that the Judge had power to amend
the petition by allowing the insertion of an objec-
tion to the roll used,
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(From the American Law Review.)

Assorurs Girr.—See CoNsTRUCTION, 1.

Azvrror.—See HicrwAy.

Accounts.—See Lurrers Patent, 2; Prpapvg, 1;
PRrACTICE, 2.

Ap Damnom,—See PracTics, 1.

Ap Fiiom Vie—See Hicaway.

ADMINISTRATION.

i. Administration will not be granted to a
person having no interest in the estate, even
though all the next of kin desire his appoint-
ment., Under 20 & 21 Vict. ch, 77, § 73, ad-
ministration must be offered to each of the
next of kin qualified successively, and after-
wards to other persons interested.— Tague
et al. v. Wharion, L. R. 2 P. & D. 860.

2. L. assigned what he supposed was a
certain interest in an estate. He had in fact no
interest at the time, but afterwards acquired
the same interest in another way. He executed
the deed of assignment in his supposed capa-
city, and not in that by virtue of which he
afterwards became entitled. Held, that bis
assignee was not entitled to be limited admin-
istrator, but must apply to chancery to secure
his rights in the estate of his assignor.—Bar-
don v, Morgan, L. R. 2P, & D. 871,

ADMINISTRATOR., — See EXEOUTOR AND ADMINIS-
TRATOR,
ApwmissBiLiry.—See Conrussion ; EviDeNcE, 1.

AvpoprroN oF Surr.~—See Soriciror, 3.

ApuLTERY.—8e2 D1vorcg, 1, 2; Evipexcg, 2.

Apvancr SHaArEs,—~—Se¢e HXECUTOR AND ADMINIS~
TRATOR.

Apvaxcement.—See HororpoT.

Arrpavir.—~See Evipencs, 1.

AarEEMENT.—S8ee Rarnway, 2 ; S1aruTE oF FrRAUDS,

AcrrrMesT To SpLL.—See Purcrase-Money.

Amaveamarion.—Sze Company, 1.

Axyurry,—See Forrrrrurg, 1; Leeaor, 2.

ANswER —Sce Preaping, 1 ; PracTion, 4.

ANTICIPATION, PoWER OF,—S¢e¢ EsTATE Yor LIFE,

AprprAL,— See PRACTICE, 2.

Arprrraror. —See]EVIDENCE, 4.

ASSIGNEE,~—See ADMINISTRATION, 2, BANKRUPTCY,3,

Asssexonr.—See Powrr oF Sanm.

AsstaNMENT oF CoxTRACT,—Se¢ VENDOR AND PUR-
CHASER, 2.

AssiexMeyT oF FREIGHT.

W., a ship-owner, assigned unearned freight
to plaintiff. Afterwards, with knowledge of
the assignee, W. mortgaged the ship withoub
notice to the mortgagees of the assignment of
freight. Held, that the mortgagee was entitled
to the freight.— Wilson v. Wilson, L. R. 14 Eq.
32,

AvucrIoN,

Plaintiff and M. were partners, and gave
authority to defendant, an auctioneer, to sell
partnership goods on premises which had been
occupied by M., and in respect of which he
owed rent. It was a condition of the sale that
at the fall of the hammer, each lot should be
at the risk of the purchaser, and the auction-
eer should not be responsible for loss after that
time, After the sale, the landlord refused to
let some goods go unless the vent in arvears
was paid. The auctioneer paid the amount to
release the goods, Held, that as the property,
subject to existing liens, had passed to the pur-
chaser, the auctioneer was liable to the plaintiff
for the amount pard.—Sweeting v. Turner, L, R,
7 Q. B. 310.

Awarp,—~8e¢e Eviprxce 4; Linw.
Bartment,— See Bartor axp Bainee.
Barmor AND BAILEE,

Plaintiff, a cab-driver, got a horse and 2 cab
from a cab-master, the master to pay for the
horse’s feed, and the driver,to pocket all he
earned beyond eighteen shillings. The horse
was unfit for the work, and threw the driver
out and injured him. Held (Wirzms, J., diss
senting), that the parties were in the relation
of bailor and bailee, and the master was re.
sponsible.— Fowler v. Lock, L. R. 7 C. P. 272.

Bang Boor.—~See Donario Cavsa Morrrs,
Bavsruer,~—See ForrRITURE, 1,



