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Musgrave (W.A.B.), Law of Waters, London, 6. WilI a written acknowledgment of ade189o (Ph.). contairning a refusai to pay it be sufficiellNeish (C. H. L.) and Carter (A.T.), The Factors' prevent the operation of the Statute of LiliilAct, 1889, London, 189o. tions? Wby?Odgers (W.B.), Supplement to Law of Libel, 7. Jlow far is knowledge on the part Of tLondon, 18go (Ph.). defendant of the faIsehood of bis rersnalPhillips (G.I.). The Tramways Act, 187o, Lon- necessary to be proved in order to establigh.don, 1890. 
case of fraud?Read (D.B., Q.C.>, Life and Times of Gov. 8. In what respect is the titie of the assig'lSimcoe, Toronto, 18go. of a bill of lading better than the titie of hRice (F.S.), Colorado Code of the Procedure, assignor?

Denvr, 190.9. W ill an action lie by the execUtOrseRogers (F.N.), Law of Elections, Part I., Regis- woman for breach of promise to niarrYtration, l4th ed., London, 1890. Why?Sebastian (L.B.), Law of Trade Marks, 3rd ed., 1o. Wbat effect, if any, bas a verbal UlIIeLondon, 1 890. standing by which the operation of a WI1ttSemple (C.E.A.), Forensic Medicene, London, agreement is made subject to a condition ?i1890.
Stephen (W.L.), Support and Subsidence, Lon- Mercantile Law-Practice-Statut'eS*

don, 890.Examiner: R. E. KINGSFORD.-- (Mr- Serjeant), New Commentaries, i i th A., is a member of a trading firoî 1ed., 4 vols., London, 1890. draws bills in bis own name and discounitsth-(Sir J.F.), General View of the Criminal witb B. The proceeds of the discounit arcetbC0Law, London, 1890. for firm purposes. How far can B. c'retWestlake (J.), Private International .Law, 3rd firmn? Why ?kpt.
W ilids . . .) Londones of890.d 2. Goods ýare bailed by A. to B. to b e liL onia ns 18J.W H ) U s un e s of M d the latter. B . bails the mn to C ., w h Use a04Lond n, 1 90.wastes te goods. From w o mn can A. rec l'

compensation for damages sustailied?? wb
3. What is a General Lien on go ods? 1

EXAMINATION BEFORE TRINITy
TERM: 1890.

CERTIFICATE 0F FITNESS.
Benjamin on Sales-Smith on Gontract.

Examiner. R_ E. KiNGSFORD.
I. What is the principal difference betweenan offer under seal and one flot under seal ?
2. Wili part performance of a contract of acorporation be a good answer to the objectionthat the contract is not under seal? Why?
3. What difference is therebetween-the 4thand l7th sections of the Statute of Frauds iiregard to the necessity that the consideration

8hould appear in the writing?
4. îIf an action is brought in Ontario on anagreement made in Germany, would the Statute

of Frauds apply? \Vhy?
5. What exception to the rule that agreements

flot to be performed within a year -must be
evidenced in writing?
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uoes it arise ? How may it be ext1lguilM d y
4. A. is travelling by a conveyaflce 0w ed

a common carrier, and takes witb biTi Ilt th*
conveyance bis satchel, in whlcbh be bas 00001e
jewellery. The satchel and contents Ia
baving been left in the conveyance by A- our
a stoppaze on the road. How far is the ce~
hiable? Why ? o,

5. What is the present statutory rule'it
interest on judgment.s? *ts

6. "'Although 1a contract may 011 re 9
appear to bind only one party, yet thae~e
occasions on wich the aw wilh imTp >y cothe
ponding obligations on the part 'of the be
part.y."1 Give instances.. cril

7. In case of non-delivery of goods acce?
to contract what is the measure of dan' iit

8. If a garnishee does flot dispute bis hiabilt
on a return, of tbe garnisbing order bt cPo
that the dlaim or demand is not due, W'tpo
tection wilh be given the plaintiff? rle

9. lJnder wbat 1circumstalces may rle
way of interpheader be granted-?
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