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though theproceededto have ascourt and counsel seemand both
individually as next friend.brought and anotherhad one suitfather

uponofdisposedbeif the claimsjustice will be doneSubstantial
theory.that

action:in his individualJudgment plaintiffthefor
nexton the action thejudgment the of friend.for defendant

All concurred.

Carroll,
No. 3164.May 27, 1940.
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Peyser (Mr. plain-for theEmery, orally),& SnowJustin A. Snow
tiff.

Rasquin, for the defendant.Rolland R.

only by pleaissue raised the defendant’s wasThePer Curiam.
inof the Uniform is forceAct,18 Sales whichSectionone of title.

inprovides property“The them166, 18)s. that(P. L., c.here,
buyerthe at time as theis transferred to suchgoods][ascertained

questionit Theintend to be transferred.”to the contractparties
referee, generalby findingsthe his inone of fact andisof intention

inferentially passed to him.title hadfound thatplaintiff,thefavor of
plain-July the19,of whenregarding the transactionThe evidence

price for the boat and the defendantpurchasethe entirepaidtiff
the referee’ssale,” fullyof sustainedso-called “billexecuted the

conclusion.

Exceptions overruled.


