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entitled as against the purchaser tc, appropriate such paymer.t Io

arrears, if any, due before the date of t~he contract.

HUSIAND AND WIPE-POST NUPTIAL SETTLEM4ENT-TitUST FOR W:-FE DURING
CO.HABlTAT ION- PUSLIC POLIC.

hi, re Hop'e johunione, Hope lohlitolie v. Hop /ons toii, i 1904)

i Ch. 47o. Kekewich, J., hf-ld that a trust in a post nup)tial 3ettle-
ment, -nade by a husband in favour of his wife for iife " or so long
as she shall continue the co-habizin., wife or w'dOw " of the settior,
was valid an.d effectuai and flot contrary to public po]icy, and that
on the husband and wife ceasing to co-habit the trust iii hcr favour
ceased.

PARiUERStlIP-ARTIZ:LES OF PARTNïERSHip-ExpuLSION CF PART-5EA-BRRACH
C'F I.LTY AS PARTN4ER- CONV-IC-TION- 0- PARTNER FOI FRAZ.*O--INTrRIM

INJUNCTION TO RESTRA.N EXPULSiON OF PARTNER.

Gapcay,,I -:. Evans 190g4) i Ch. 486, was au. action by a
partrier f.'r an injuriction 'to rrstrain his co-partner froin expeîing
hini as a part:ier. TFe articles provided that if either of the Junior
partiners bccaaie "adciicted to scéindalous condu,ýt tietrirnental to the
partncrship 'uies"or shouid bc guiiît% of "any flagrrant breach
of the duties uf a pia-tner " Ile seniý>r par .ner might expel the
offender ýn i iing him six c ays! notice. The Dlaintiff, onge of tht.
juiiikr partiiërs. ha'i been convicted by a police rnagistrate for
traveiling. %witGout a ticket. and itied. and was thereupon served

with n'-tlce t4f expulsion. arti now applitd for an ipterîm injurnction
co restrainli hi, expi,'kion. Byrne. J., refuse<I the Motiomn on the
Vround th.ît as the fact of thne plaitii- having been conv'icted of

dih êst ~' nut deîîtied. the notice o0f exp>ulsion was justified.


