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EX.ECUTORS AND ADsMINsRnÂTOfl. -See WILL, 1.
FÂCTOL

H., a commission merchant and tobacco
dealer, sold, tlirough his agent, K., to the
plaintiff, a lot of tobacco lying in bond at
the dock. The tobacco, according to the
usage practised between the parties, re-
nained at the dock uncleared in the naine
-of H. ; but the transaction was entered
ini H.'s books as a sale; and Dec. 3, 1875,
an invoice of sale by H. to the plaintiff
ivas sent to the latter> and, Dec. 31, lie
paid for the tobacco in full. The usage
hiad been in such cases for the plaintiff to
receive the tobacco ini instalments, as lie
wished it to manufacture, in which case
lie would send dock dues and charges for
the portion lie wanted, and tliat portion
would be discliarged and forwarded by
H. ; but in tliis case none of tlie lot liad
been sent, and Mardi 9, 1876, H. ab-
sconded, and Mardi, 15, was adjudged
bankrupt. Meantimne, Jan. 26, 1876, lie
liad pledged tlie tobacco to the defend-
ants, and given tliem the dock warrants,
and transferred the tobacco into their
name. He represented it to be his pro-
perty, and tliey liad no knowledge that
tlie plaintiff claimed it. Tlie court liad
power to draw inferences of f act. Heid,
that the plaintiff was entitled to the to-
bacco ; and that H. liad no autliority to
Bell or pledge the tobacco while lying in
the dock in his name, but only to clear
and forward it to the plaintiff,-Johnson
v. The Crédit L'yonnais, 2 C. P. D. 224.

PAÂLSE, PRETIENCES.
Indictment for obtaining money under

false pretences. Prisoner was a pedler,
and induced a woiuan to buy some pack-
ages, whidh lie called good tea, but whicli
turned out to be three-quarters foreign
and deleterious substances. Tlie jury
found that he knew the character of the
stuff, and that lie falsely pretended it was
good, witli intent to defraud. Held, that
the conviction must stand.-The Queen v.
Poster, 2 Q. B. D. 301.

-A ferry cannot inaintain an action for
darnage to its traffic against a railroad
0r bridge company whicli lias provided a
fOot or otlier bridge. and thus drawn off
travel from the ferry. Reg. v. (Jambrian
Railway CJo. (L. R. 6 Q. B. 422) over-
'"1led.-Hopkins et al v. The Great North-
erl Railway Go., 2 Q. B. D. 224.

epR4IJD5, STATUTES OF. See STATUTE 0F Fn&Urs.
G'elERAL AVEBAGE.

A captain burnt some spars and a part of
the cargo, to keep the donkey engine run-
7aing to pump the slip, in bad weather,
"uId thua saved lier. The ship sailed

properly equipped with coals ; but tliey
rau short, owing to unexpected bad wea-
ther. H-eld, a case for general average.
-Robinson v. Price, 2 Q. B. D. 295 ; s. c. 2
Q. B. D. 91,11l Arn. Law Rev. 695.

GIFT TO ExEcuToR.-See BxquE5T, L

L{USBAND AND WIFPE.
1. A wife cannot commit larceny from

lier liusband, no matter wlietlier slie has
been guilty of adultery or not.-The
Queen v. Kenny, 2 Q. B. D. 307.*

2. Tlie wife of G. received a legacy,
given hber for lier separate use, in the form
of a banker's draft, to lier order for the
amnount. She indorsed it to lier liusband ;
lie indorsed it in blank, and deposited it
to his own account. He died a few days
after. Held, that the wif e was entitled
to the- amount of the draft.-Green v.
Carlili, 4 Ch. D. 882.

3. W. sold to T. a dlaim, which lie had
by riglit of his wife, to, certain engravings,
once the property of Tur-ner, the artist,
wlio died intestate in respect of tliem.
W., T., and W'. wife died in the order
named, and W's executor's brought suit
against T's representatives to set aside
the sale. Held, on the prelimînary ob-
jection that the wife's representative was
the party wlio should have sued, tliat the
suit was properly brouglit by W's execu-
tors.-Widge'y v. Tepper, 5 Ch. D. 516.

See EVIDENCE, 4.
ILLEOITIMAcY.-See EVIDENCE, 4.

INSURÂNCE.
Tlie slip F. was insured while Iying ini

the docks under repair, for "1the space of
twelve calendlar montlis,'" from Jan. 24,'1872, to Jan. 23, 1873. The clause as to
time was written in upon a printed blank,
designed for a voyage policy ; and sonio
of the words, sudh as " present voyage,"
inconsistent witli the tenor of a time po-
licy, had not been erased. The vessel was
found to have been unseawortliy by the
jury, thougli witliout the knowledge of
tlie owner. Hleld, that tlie policy was a
pure time policy, notwithstanding the
printed words not erased ; and the court
reiterated the mule laid down in Gibson v.
SmaIl (4 H. L. C. 353), and repeated in
snbsequent cases, that in time policies
there is no implied warranty of seawor-
thiness. Tlie insured fails to recover,
only wlien he lad knowingly sent the ship
to sea in an unseawortly 'condition.-
Pu&dgeon v. Pembroke, 2 App. Cas. 284.

JOINT WILL.-See WILL, 6.
JuRv.-See LiBE AND SLANDIER.

LANDLORD AND TENÂNT.
Defendaut hired plaintiff s f urnished

hous fromn May 7. She went to, tlie house
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