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coll%,ict the respondent of a breach of The Betting Act (15 & 16
ict. c, ig), (see Cr. Code, s. 197). The evidence ciisclosed ý

that thc place where the alleged offence took place wvas a boita
fidc chlb, and that the respondent was a member of the club, and
hadI betted with other menibers who resorted to the club, and it

~vsheld that this wvas flot an offence against the Act.

MAx~Il.I WMN- iî A ON ANIIA O-UUETAGAINST MARIE!')

1'IA-MAI~IE) WONAN'S t'sOPERTY AT, 1882 (45 & 46> VUCT., c. 75), S. 1,

12, 3, 4, S. 19-(R.S.O., c. I 32, SI, 2, 20).

lii Lofluis v. F-Iriot, (1895) 2 ÇQB. 212 ; 14 R. Aiug. 2.8 the
Colurt of Appeal (Lord Esher, M.R., and Kay aIld Siith, L.jj.)
havv dcteruxiîîd, fbllowving their decision in Hood Barrs vr. Catht-
cit't, i I-'94) 2 Q.B. 559 (noted ante vol. 3o, p. 678), that where a
îîMIIieil w~omaîx is entitled to property subject to a restraint
agail1st an tic'ipationl the arrears of incorne wvhich have accrued,
but hiave ixot l)eefl paid to her w~hen judgment is recovered against
lîer, ('anflot be made exigible to answer the j udgrnent. The effect
of' these decisions is that \vhere there is property subject to a
rustraint against anticipation, thiere is no mneans for a judgment
c-ulIItor oif the wife înaking it av'ailable lIn execution, no matter
\vlieî t1w income accrues. The restraint is good, and protects
the. fi.md fromn the creditor tintil it actuallv reaches the hand of
tîtu 'arried wvonan. \Vhether it could even then be seized bv'
thu slieriff remains yet to be deterrmined.

IF Ri I lit I lE itE *s 1.\ IAI- P. CA MS IIV IFlER ENT PARTI ES.

1 G-i (haol'eX V. SlCklc, (1 895) 2 QB. 249 15 R. Sept. 195, the
qtiudýioli was raisud whether an interpîcader could properly be
ý,r;mtcd under the following cirecunîstanees.: The plaintiffs, Nv'ho
wurv auictioneers, siled the clefendant for î,35 12S. agreed corn-
missioni for the sale of a house. A second firm of auctioneers also
claiîued /, 2 front the defendant for commission in respect of the
samz, sale of the saine house. The I)ivisional1 Court (Wills and
\Vriglit, Jj.) werc of opinion that it was flot a proper case for an
iiut erpleader.

MIISK tE N>VAD -RNFI DIiSNISSAL-t)ISSOLUTIION 01; J-Iý ES! OlRAIFs As

A MISSIISSAL 0F SERV.ANT 0F FinIm-DAIMRtS.

J)race V. CaldeCIr, (18()5) 2 Q.13. 253 ; 14 R. Aug. 201, was an
actioni by a servant for wrongful dismnissal. The facts of the case

- m

-I


