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Dicesr or ExeLisE LAW ReporTs,

Defendant had o right to take authorities
even though sent there by plaintiff’s book,
Which took the same.

An autbor has no monopoly in a theory pro-
Pounded by him.

Per James, V. C. In cases of literary
Piracy, the d.fendant is to account for every
copy of his book sold, as if it had been a copy
of the plnintiff’s.—DPike v. Nicholas, L. R. 6
Ch. 251.

3. Although a rival publisher is not justified
in copying slips cut from a Directory previ-
ously published by another party by having
8ent out csnvassers to verify them, and to
Obtain the leave of those whose names were
on the slips to publish them in that form, he
Way use such slips to direct his canvassers
Where to go for the purpose of obtaining the
addresses anew.—Morris v. Wright, L. R. &
Ch. 179.

Comporarron.—See Coapanr.
08Ts.

1. A defuulting trustee is entitled to his
Costs of a suit for the execution of the trusts
incurred after his bankruptey, or after the
Tegistration of & composition deed executed
by him.—Bowyer v. Grifin, L. R. 9 Eq. 340.

2. When an executor, who pays a particular
fund into court undes the Trustee Relief Act,
has jn his hands the general residuary estate,
the court has jurisdiction to order him to pay
Out of the residue the costs of proceedings
l'elating to the particular fund.—In re Trick's
Trusts, L. R. 5 Ch. 170.

3. One who moves for leave to inspect docu-
Ments without applying to the party in pos-
Session of them, must pay costs.— The Memphis,
L R. 3 Adm. & Ecc. 23.

4. To a suit for restitution of conjugal
Yights, the wife replied cruelty, &c., but aban-

Oned the charges at the hearing. A decree
Was made against her, but could not be served,
28 8ho was out of the jurisdiction. On proof
that the wife had a geparate income of £760,

® court ordered that she should pay the costs
of the proceedings.— Miller v. Miller, L. R. 2

‘& D 33,

5. Although & man having no defence enters
nf’ 8ppearance to & suit for dissolution of mar-
:“ge, he may attend before the registrar on

€ taxation of his wife’s costs.—Letss v. Letts,

R 2P &0D. 16

See Hussanp anp Wirg, 4; PrEabivg, 2;

Borictrons ; SrarTUTE; SURVEYOR.
O'ENANT,

A. covennnted on the marriage of his dnugh-

ter B., thatif B. should survive him, or, dying,

leave any children or issue, A. would devise or
otberwise settle an equal part with A.’s other
children, of the property A. should have at
his death, to the use of B.’s husband for life,
then to B. for life, then to the children of the
marriage with a clause of survivorship and
aceruer in the event of children dyirg under
twenty-one withoat issue. The children of
B.’s marriage all died without issue before A.,
only one of them, C., having attained twenty-
one. B. survived A. A.'s will followed the
covenant, but did not protect the interest of
such of B.’s children as reached twenty-one
from lapse. Held, that A. was not bound to
do 80, and that C.’s representatives took
pothing.——1In re Brookman’s Trust, L. R. 5 Ch.
182.

See ActioN; LIMITATIONS, STATUTE or, 1;

MarRIaGE SETTLEMENT; TRUST.

CREDPITOR.— See SECURITY.

CRIMINAL Law, —— See EmBezzZLEMENT; INDICT-
MENT; INFANT.

CroWN.—See Fisugry.

CRUELTY.

Force, whether physical or moral, systema-
tically exerted to compel the submission of a
wife, in such a manner, to such a degree, and
during such a length of time, as to injure her
health and render a serious malady imminent,
is legal cruelty,—Kelly v. Kelly, L. R. 2 P. &
D. 31.

DAMAGES,

1. By the articles of association of a com-
pseYs L. was to be manager, and if he should
be ‘‘ 8t any time deprived of or removed from
bis office for any other cause than gross mis-
conduct, the dircctors shall pay to him as com-
pensation for loss of office” a certain sum,
« within one month from the time of such
removal.” The company was ordered to be
wound up. Held, that this event entitled L.
to said sum, and that he could prove for the
whole sum without any deduction- on the
ground that [, might get another appoint-
ment.—7In re London & Scottish Bank, L. R.
9 Eq. 149. :

2. Defendants at L. undertook by a letter of
credit to aceept bills for plaintiffs at A., plain-
tiffs to provide funds to meet the bills before
maturity, Defendants, after having accepted
bills for which plaintiffs had provided funds,
stopped, aud notified plaintiffs thut they could
pot pay. Ip action oun the letter of credit:
Ileld, that expenses of necessary tclegraphing
from A. to L, of protesting the bills, and
commnissions paid for taking up the bills at L.,



