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RE VIE W 0P CURIENT ENGLISE CASES.
(Regitred in aoeord.m toith the Copyright lot.)

LANDLoIID AND TENANT-PAYMENfT 0F EENT-DE)ucTiox By
TEN~ANT 0P F 'vEETY TAJC PAID BY BIM-POOP 0F PAYMENT
DY TENANT.

North London and General Property Co. v. Moy (1017) 2 K.B.
617. The simple question involved in thie case was whether a
tenant who pays the property tax to the collector, when he seeks
to deduct sucla paynaent from his rent, is boiind to take the
collector's receipt to, his landiord, or whether the landiord muet
seek hie tenant in order to inepect the receipt, if he wishes ta see
it. Low, J., who tried the action, which was brourht by the
landlord ta recover rent, held that it Nvas the ten , à duty to
tak "e the receipt to bis landiord, and as the defendant had refused
to do this before action he was ordered to pay the costs.

CRIMINAL LAW-EVIDENCE--CHARGE 0F GROBS INDECEÇCY WITH
BOYS-EVIDENCE 0F POSSESSION 0F POWDEP PTJFFS, AND
INDECENT PHOTOGRAPHe 0F BOYS.

The King v. Thompson (1917) 2 N.B. 630. In this case the
defendant was indicted for committing acte of grass indecerncy
with boys and in the commnission of such acts it was proved tuat
powder puifs were used. The accused was apprehended by a
police constable in the street at a place where somne boys alleged
he had made an appointment with them, lie gave them. money and
told them he had business that day anid had no tlxne and that they
were to go away. He struck the police constable and endeavoured
ta, run sway. lie was identified by the boys as the persan who
had comnitted the indecent acte charged, and on hie pereon were
found powder pufle, and in lais rooms were aiea found indecent
photographe of boys, and the question was'whether the proof of
bis pos.-,eeeion of these articles was admissible and the Court of
Criminal Appeal (Lord Reading. C.J., and Darling, and Avory,
JJ.) held that it wao.

HUSBAND- AND WIFE-AOREEMENT BETWE EN HU5B1AND AND WIFE,
THAT ALL WEARING APPAREL WORN BY WIFE $HALL BE HUB-
BAND'S ABSOLUTE PROPFn-rY-JUoc~mrNT AGAINST WIFE.

Rondeau v. Marks (1917) 2 K.13. 636. In this case judgment
had been recovered against the defendant who was a married


