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and Smith, L.JJ.), though dismissing the appeal, varied the
terns of the injuinction so as to make it more strictly conform
to the words of the Conspiracy and Protection of Property

Ac,1875 (38 & 39 Viet., c. 86), (see Cr. Code, sec. 523 (f) ),
,11d restraùine the defendants, etc., Ilfrom watching or beset-
tlflg the plaintiffs' works for the purpose of persuadingy or

therwývise preventing persons from working for them, or for
any3 Purpoýse except merely to ol)taifl or communicate informa-

ti)1"and also "lfrom preventing Schocnthal or other persons
froln WIorking for the plaintiffs by withdrawing his or their

wo)rkmlen from itheir employment respectivcly." The action of
thle defendants as regards Sdhoenthal, between whom and bis
Worknen no dispute existed, being leld to be wholly illegal
anld Unwarrafted.

I
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RELACH 0F TRUST-FOLLOWING TRUST FUN DS- SATI SFACTION.

Grici,10 ), V. Cric/i, (1896) 1 Ch. 87o, is a decision of the
Q'ourt Of Appeal (Lindley, Kay and Smith, L.JJ.), on appeal

fru North, J., (1895) 2 Ch. 8 53, noted ante p. 65. Part of
te funds of a marriage settiement had been diverted by the

hus'bafd from the purposes of the trust, and the action was
bhrouLght by the representatives of the two children of the

111an-iagep against the personal representatives of the grand-

fh<r' estate to compel the restoration of moneys which lie
hc"diverted from the trusts. It may be remembered that

'\tt , J., held that as to £4,801 of stocks which lad belonged
tOtetrust in question, but whicl lad been settled on one -of

the children of the marriage by way of marriage settiement,
that child'st representatives were precluded from- calling for

'esoraionof that sum. The Court of Appeal, however,
fo-Utd that there was no evidence that the son on whomn that

thr sSettled knew from wlence it was derived, or that
.e 1 Was any evidence that lis father intended that it slould

hue in cIY Way a satisfaction of any part of lis claims under
hite father's, marriage settiement. Notwithstandifg there-

fore that the £4,80 1of stocks lad been part of the trust

in l 1 question, the representatives of the chuld on whomi
Jt ha been settled were held not to be debarred from calling


