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Act, 1900, s. 1 (see R.S.O. c. 175, s. 4). The action wau tried in
a county court and the judge left it to the jury to say whether the

f interest was excessive and whether the transaction was harsh and
unconscionable. The Divisional Court (Ridley and Bankes, JJ.)
held that he erred ini this and tihat the question whether under the

a Act, the interest is excessive and the transaction harsh and un-
reasonable, is for the court and flot for the jury, and a new trial
was therefore granted.

CRIMINAL LAw-LiviNG ON EARNINGS 0F PROSITTioN-Evi-
DENCE--CHARGE IN RESPECTr OF ONE SPECIFIED) DAY ONLY-
THE VAGRANCY ACT, 1898 (61-62 VwvT. c. 39), s. 1-(R.S.C.
c. 146, s. 2381.)

The King v. JU (1914) 2 K.B. 386. In this case the indict-
ment charged the defendant with having on one specified day only
lived on the wages of prostitution contrary to the Vagranc At,
1898 (61-62 Viet. ce. 39), s.l-(s-ee R.S.C. c. 146, s. 2381), and on
appeal to the Court of Crîminal Appeal (Lord Reading, C.J., and
Bankes and Avory, JJ.), the indictmcnt was sustained. It was
also, co;-tendcd that under the indictrnent evidence was flot ad-
missible of anvthing done on any day othier thsan that spccified,
but this objection was also overruled.

MARRIED WiOMA4N--B3EQUEST TO MIARRIED WOMAN WITHotIT POWER
OF A-%TICIPATION-]RIG-HT 0F MARREIED WOMAN TO D1SCLAIM
1FlQUEST-CONSIDERATION FOR DISCLAIMER-MA.,RRIED WOM-
ANS PROPERTY ACT, 1882 (45-46 V'ic'r. c. 75), s. 1-('.S.O.
c. 149, S. 4.)

In re 1limperis, 1licken, 1l'ilson (1914) 1 Ch. 502. In this
case the question was whether a mnarried woinan could make a
bargain whereby in consideration of a certain payment to hier she
disclaimed a bequest of personal estate mnade to lier by will.;ubject
to a restraint agaiinst anticipation. W'arrington, J., hceld that
she could valîdly do so. The bequest in this case was im thec shape
of an annuity which it was found could not ho provided cxcept by
a sale of a part of the testatrix 's estate which -other beneficiaries
under the will desired should be retained. The latter then offcred
to give the znarried wonian a lump sum in consideration of lier
(iisclaimng the hequcst, ichl it iva.s held could he valid]y donc.
As WVarrington, J., puts it, "If the niarried woman lias (clined
the gift ,;he neyer hiad an e.state for her separate uise and lias

j ncver heen subjcct to the restraint ag;Ï'ist anticipation," conse-


