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MATRIMONIAL HOMEIF-RitanIT OF WIFE TO RESIDE IN MATRIMON~IAL
IOME PInNDING SUIT.

1liiolt r. Wlrnott (1921), P. 143. This was un action
for re.stitution of corijugal riglits. The htisband had left his
ivife alone iii the matrimonial home and bad refused to lîve
with herî on aceounit of lier persistent drunken habits. lie
offercd lier a %veekly allowance and to flnd hier accommoda-
t ion elsewhere w'hieh she refused. The house wvas the hugband 'q,
and the wifc imoved for anl injunction to restrain lier hugband
fromn preventing lier living in the matrimonial home pending
the suit. Ilii, J., held that she had no sueli right and refu4ed
the motion.

NEGmEchi I)NUEOISWORK-l)I TY 'l'O EXEH<.'IE CARE -
-13E;NZOL-MOTOI (iARACE--MýASTER ANI) SERV &NT- ýSMOK-
IN(',-,SCOi'E OPEI'OME

Je/ffrso;i v. Derbyshire Parmrs~ (1921), 2 K.B. '281. The
plailntiffii Nere the lessors and lessees of a motor garage o.f
which the lessees had agreed wvith tile defendarits to give theni
the use, as il garage for mnotor loi-ries. A youth employetl by
the <lefcndart i the garage, while draving benzol f rom a druni
into a tin. strîîck a mrteh and lit a cigarette, and then after
the imanner of timokers, thrcw the match on the floor. This
set liglit to some oil and petrol lyin- on the floor, the fire
8px'ead to the benzol flowing fromn the drum, and the garage
and its contents %vere destroyed. llorridge, J., who tried the
action lield that the youth in ligit ing a cigarette and throwing
the inatchi on the floor was flot acting within the seope of luis
eînployîncnt and timerefore the defendants were not liable on
tlîat ground; but lie held they were liable on the ground that,
tme bringin.- of benzol lnt the garage and ffling tins there,
was a breaeh of the defendants' agreemient flot to store spiît
in the garage, and on that ground lie hield the dlefendants were


