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pointed under the provislonsof chapter thirty-
fine Of the Consolidated Statutes of Upper
Canada, section one, for a union of Counties
within this province, to continue to act assuch Commissioners and to take and receive
affidavits, affirmations and bail, in and for the
Junior County, after its separation from suchUnion of Counties; Therefore, Hier Majesty,
by and with the advice and consent of theLegisIative Assembly of Ontario, enacts as
follows:

1. Ail Commissioners appointed under theBaid Act, for any Union of Counties, and resi-
dent within the Junior County or any city setapart frorn a county for judicial purposes, atthe time of the separation thereof from suchunion, have had since such separation, andstili have and may exercise the same powers
within such Junior County or city to takeand receive affidavits, affirmations and bail, asif they had received their commissions orappointtnents, respeetively for sueh Junior
County at the time of the separation of suchUnion of Counties, anything in ahy law or
statute to the contrary notwith4tanding.

2. No such Commissioner shall after thepassing of this Act have or exercise any suchpowers by virtue of such commission save in*such Junior County.

AN ACT
For amending the Law of Auction8 of

Patate8.
[ Afsen ted to M4arch 4, 1868]

Whereas there is a conflict between thecourts of Law and Equity in respect to thevalidity of sales by auction where a pufferbas bid, although no right of bidding on behalfof the seller was reserved, and it is expedientthat an end should be put to such conflict ;and, whereas, as sales by auction are nowcondveited, many of such sales are illegal andcoula flot be enforced against an unwillingpurchamer, and it is expedient for the safety ofboth seller and purchaser that suich salesshould be so conducted as to be binding onboth parties. Therefore, iler Majesty, &c.,
enacts as follows:

1. In construing this Act, Ilauctioneer,"
shahl mean any persôn selling by publie auc-tion: ,Land," shaîl mean any interest in anymessuages, lands, tenenients, or hereditamen tsof whatever tenure.: Puffer," shahl mean aperson appoin ted to bid on the part of the
seller.

2. Unless in the particulars or conditionsof sale by auction of any land, it is statedthat such land will be sold subject to a reservedprice, or to a right of the seller to bid, thesale shall be deemed and taken to be without
reserve.1

3.~ * pn sale of land by auction, wi th-t
seller or for a puffer to bid'at such sale, or for othe aiuctioneK«. to take, knowingly, any bid- ting froin the seller or from a puiffer.

4. Upon any sale of land b y auction, sub-'1
ject to a right for the seller to bid, it shahl belawful for the Seller, or any one puffer to bidat such auction, in such manner as the seller ýMay think proper.

5. Nothing in this Act contained shall betaken to authorise any seller to become thî
purchaser àt the sale.

6. This Act shahl not apply to any salewhich has taken place before its passage.
7. This Act MaY be cited fosr aIl purposesas "The A uctions of Estates Act (1868)."

SELECTION8.

EXECTION 0F DEED.
The main question in this case was whether-

a certain deed hai been duly executed. Adeed is an instrument scaled and delivered,
and it wvas contended, in Xdnos v. Wîc1kham
that there had been no sufficient delivery ofthe deed. The plaintlffs, who were ship-
owners, instructed an insurance br,(ker toeffect an insurance upon one of their vessels.
The broker a"greed with the defendants, whowere an insurance company (n0w sued inthe name of their chairman> to effect a policy
of insurance in accordance with the instruc-
tions he had received frorn the plaintifl's. The
defendants made out the policy and signed andsealed it, and left it in the hands of one of theirclerks to, be given to the plaintiffs, or theirbroker whenever they nuight choose to caîl forit. After the policy was so made, the broker,without any authority from. the plaintiffst
told the defendants that the insurance wascancelled. The defendants thereupon return-ed the premium they had received in respectof the insurance, and treated the polîcy as can-celled. Subsequentîy the plaintiffs vessel waslost, an.d the plaintifs claimed the ainount insured under the policy. The defendants refused
to pay-first, on the ground that the policy hadnever.been duly delivered as a deed, inasmuchas it Fiad always remained in their possession.
Secondly, on the ground that, even if the in-strument had been duly- executed it had beencancelled by the consent and at the request ofthe plaintiffs. The Ilouse of Lords decidedbath of these points in favour of the plaintiffs.
Pive of the judges delivered opinions on thecase in answer to the questions of the House.*M. Smith and WVilles, J.J., thought that thedefendants were not hiable on the policy whilePigott, B., Hellor and Blackburn, JJ., weroof opinion that the defendamis were hiable.TIhe House of Lords took this latter. view ofthe case. The effect of the judgrnents of the
Lord Chancellor and of Lord Cranworth is-that no technical act is necessary for the de-ivery of a deed. A deed may take effeci
dthou gh it is never delivered to the persoli
vho i; to 'be benefited by it, or to any person
m his behaîf. "Thie eficacy of adeed depend-9
ipon its being sealed and delivered by the
naker, not on his censing to retain posression


