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agc(i ab)out fortv-five, of middle stature, dark complexion, biandsomîîe persoli.

balci, rouind faced, and straight niosed ; Snachomnneus, ageci about twenty, o
inddle size, sallow complexion, round faced, and straiglît nosed; Semnuthis
Persinei, aged about twentx--two, iiidile size, sallo-w complexion, rountd faeed,
flat nosed, ani of a quiet deineanor ; and Nechutcs the less, the sont of Assos,
aged about forty, of mniddle size, sallow complexion, cheerful. counitenance, long,,
face, and straight nose, with a scar upon the middle of bis forehcad."

COMMEX 'N' N PPY ENGLISH DECISIONS.
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-1 damis v. A (laies, 45 Cliv. 1)., 4269, iS an iutrto of tl9c ohi fable of -' the
(log and the shadowv.' The plaintiff was an annuitant under the will of is
father, which containied a proviso tbat if be should in ait\, way intermieddle
witb or interfere in, or atternpt to interirneddle witb or interfere ti, the maniage-
ment of the testator's estate, real or personal, the annuitv should cease. The
plaintiff broughit the present action aileging tbat the trustees bad not paîci Iiimu
the annuitv uncier the wiil ; that tlîey had neglected the estate, andi w antonllv
destroyed cottages and trees, and coininitted other waste uipon the testator s
estate, so that the rents bat] beconie insufficient to pay is annuity (aill of w-hich
allegations Frv, L.J., before wvhomn the action w-as tried, bielci were unfounded),

a nd he clainied ant injuniction and receiver. The defendants, bvcouinter-claimi,
set up that by briniging the action the plaintiff bat] iiicurreti a lorfeiture of bis
annuity, an(l the court so beld, and mnale a declaratiomi accortlinglv, w'hile dis-
missing the plaintiff's action. On this point Fry, L.J., said :'"If the action bad
been realiv in defence of his annuity, I shoulci bave been prepareti to biold that
there was no attempt to iineddie or interfère within the nîieaniimî o f the proviso.
B3ut I arni also prepared to bold that w here, as iii this case, there is no probable
cause of action, Nvhere A the points set up by the plaintùff are trivial and the
property is re--lly in gooci condition, then there is an attcmpt to intermeddle and
interfère with the management of the estate contempiated by the proviso."

INFANTr- AFjRýES LICESHI' D)ED-VAI11I i Y UNIFEÀS'ONA[i IýflI)IEI

JDe Francesco v. I3arimin, 45 Chy,.D., 4,30, bias alreadv, been referred to (sec
ante Vol. 26, p. 145) when the case was before the court onr a motion for an inter-
im injunction. It max- be rernbered the action was brotigbt to restrain the
violation of the ternis of an apprenticeship deed by the apprentices, w-ho were
infants, and to restrain thîrd persons fromi enticing thein aw ay front the plain-
tiff's employmnent. The case, as against the infants, wvas practicallv, disposed of
by Chitty, J., on the motion for the injuniction, he having decided that no action

would lie at law or in equity against an infant on an apprenticeship indenture,
and this point was not again seriously argued. B3ut there is one observation
which Fry, L.J., w~ho tried the case, trade on this point wvhich seemns worth re-


