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to lay an information against a member, charg-

ing him with being guilty of an uniawful
combinahion sud confederacy, in breach of the
provisions of dhapher 10 of the Consoiidated
&ahutes of Lower Canada.

J. WURTELE, Q. C.,
J. J. CURRAN, Q. C.

Montreal, 24hh Juiy, 1877.

DIGEST 0F ENGLÏSII J)EISJONS.

[Continued frorn p. 516.

.SalE-1. W. Blenkiron & Son, a well-known
anid responsible fin., did business under that
style ah 123 Wood Street. Onte A. Bienkarn
ordered goods of the respondents lîy letter,
dahed "l37 Wood Street." The letters were
uigned wihhouh any initials, aud in a manner to
look very mudhl ike "lBlenkiron & ('o." Res-
pondents sent the goods to (-Messrs. Blenkiron
& Co., 37 Wood Street," supposing tbey were
dealing with W. Blenkirort & Son. A. Blenkaru
was subsequenhly convicted uinder an iudich-
ment for falsely prctending, ln obtaining these
goods, that he was W. Blenkiron & Son. M eau-
time, the appellants had bouglit in good faith
smre of the goods of A. Blenkarn. The res-
poudents brouglit trover for the goods. JIcld,
that there was no contract of sale lwtween the
respondents snd A. Bienkaru, and accordingly
he could give, sud thec appellants coti Id acquire,
no title to hhem.-('undy v. Lindsaoy, 3 App.
Cas. 459; s. c. 1 Q. B. D. 348;- 2 Q. B. 1). 96.

2. Plaintiff sud one P. made a contract for a
lot of lumber, ho le purdbased of P. by plaintiff,
and shipped froinu him'e to time as it was ready.
Subsequently, P. shipped a lot of six hundred
tons on a slip charhered by him, by the order
and for the account of tIe plaintiff. Thc bis
of lading shated the goods to be shipped by P.,
to be delivered Ilho order or assigus " of P.
Plaintiff insured the cargo. P. drew a bill of
exchange on the plaintiff, and indorscd it to
one C., wihh the bis of lading. C. discounhcd
the bll ah defendant's bank, handing the bank
the bills of ladiug with it. ilaiutiff declined
to accept the bll withouh the bis of lading.
Thereupon P. drew a second bill h> the order
of C. on the plaintiff, which was given the de-
fenlants lu place of the firsh4 Ilupon the herms
of the delivery of the bis of lading ho the

plaintiff, upon paymeut of the second bill Of
exehange."1 The bis of lading and the-bill Of
exchange reached the plaintiff the sanie daY,
the bis of lading Il o be given Up agaiflst
payment of 1 the draft. Plaintiff refused to ac-
cept the bill of exchange, and returned it to
defendant bank, stating he should pay it at
maturity. The cargo was then entered at the
custom-house in the name of the defendant.
Afterwards, plaintiff offered to pay the bill on
receiving the bis of lading, and to give a
guarantee for the freight, which the defendant
bank pretended to think itself liable for. This
was refused, and defendant subsequently sold
the cargo. The jury found that P., as~ well as
plaintiff, intended the cargo should be thc pro-
perty of plaintiff on shipment, subject to a lien
for the price. lleld, that the property in the
cargo had passed to plaintiff, and lie could re-
cover from the defeudant bank.-Marabita V.

The Imperial Ottoman Rankc, 3 Ex. D. 164.
3. Proptrty was sold at public auction under

certain conditions-. The auctioncer entered un
his book the names of the seller and the buyer,
the description of the property and the price,
but made no reference ho the conditions. JBelld,
not ho be a sufficient memorandum in writing
to satisfy the Statute of Frauds.-Rishton Y.
Whatmore, 8 Ch. D. 467.

4. In 1873, G. borrowed £450 of H., giving
a verbal promise to give a bill of sale when de-
manded. H. died in 184,> and lier executoro
were told by G. that lie had promised ho give a
bill of sale, and was ready to do so at any time.
They did not demand ih; sud, in 1877, the
executors, hearing that a writ had been served
on G., asked for sud received a bull of sale of
ail G.'s property, exceph book-dcbts. There
was no rerihal h'o, when thc advance was
made, no, of a past promise. The document
was duly registered the next day; and hwo
weeks afherwards, being the i 7hh, G. was served
wihh a debtor's summons. G. notified the
execuhors, who took possession on the 19h
adverhised and sold the propcrty on the 23rd.
Subsequently, G. was adjudged bankruph. Reld,
that the bill of sale was not good againsh cre-
ditors.-In re Gibson. Ex parte Bolland, 8 Ch.
D. 2 30.

Salvage. - 1. In an action of salvage againat
a ship on behaif of the owners, master, sud crew
o f two stearn tugs, it appeared that one tug,
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