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chaser, quere.—Ireland v. Livingston, L. R. 8
"H. L. 895.
See OrarTER-PARTY; INSURANCE; SALE.
. CJONVEYANCE ON SALE.—— Se¢ CONSTRUCTION OF
' SraTUTE, 2.
CONVERSION OF SHARES —See WiLL, 1,
Copy.—8ee COVENANT,

Co-rEsPoNDENT,—See Costs ; DIVORCE, 3.

Costs.

Costs against the co-respondent in trial for
divorce on the ground of adultery, where a
decree nisi was granted, will not be remitted,
although a petition to make the decree absolute
is dismissed on the ground of subsequent adul-
tery of the petitioner.—Hulse v. Hulse et al.,
L.R. 2P, & D. 857.

See Company, 2 ;
Parent, 2.

Divorce, 2; Lerrers-

CoUNSELLOR.—8¢¢ BARRISTER AND ADVOOCATE.

CovENANT.

A legal and reasonable covenant in a sepa-
ration deed will be enforced, although some
parts of the deed are invalid. A husband can-
not keep and use copies of his wife’s private
papers, which he has covenanted in a separa-
tion deed to give up:—~Hamilton v. Hector, L.
R. 18 Eq. 511.

See ConsrrvoTioN orF Sratvrs, 2; INjuNe-
TION, 8 ; LANDLORD AND Texaxt, 1, 8; Ram-
way, 1.

CrEDITOR.~—S¢e CoMpANY, 4 ; Proor or Criamm,
Crovvar Law.—8ee InpioTmuNT.
Crowy.—See PrEROGATIVE OF CROWN.
CumuraTive LEeacy.—See Lrcacy, 1.
Curaror Bowis.—See Lunaric.

Cusropy or Cirp.

The appellant was widow of a British sub-
ject in India, professing the Christian religion,
and of their marriage the child in question
was born. After the death of the husband-
appellant lived with a man professing the
Christian religion, and having a Christian
wife. Subgequently appellant and the man
with whom she lived professed the Mahomedan
faith, and a Mahomedan marriage was alleged
to have been performed. The child remained
with her mother until ordered by the judge at
Meerut to be given into the custody of a Chris-
tian guardian. She was then fourteen years of
age, and professed the Mahomedan religion.
Held, thal the order be confirmed, and the
appeal from it dismissed.—Skinner v. Orde ef
al., L. R. 4 P. C. 60,

Cx Przs,

A fund was raised to build a church for per-

sons who could not speak English, where

gervice might be held in Gaelic. No Gaelic
clergyman could be found, and not persons
enough speaking that language to attend: the
gervice, and the fund was used to found the
Caledontan Asylum. Petition was afterwards
made setting forth that a Gaelicspeaking
clergyman and audience were forthcoming if
there were a church. Held, that the fund
should not be diverted from the Asylum.—
Attorney-General v, Stewart, L. R. 14 Eq. 17,
Damaces,

1. Defendant unlawfully washed his van in
the street, and let the water run off into a
_grating twenty-five yards distant. The grat-
ing, unknown to defendant, was frozen over,
and the water ran into the street and formed
ice. Plaintiff’s horse fell thereon and broke
his leg. Damage held too remote to make
defendant liable,—Sharp v. Powell, L. R. 7 C-
P. 253.

2. Plaintiff was owner of a mansion, in the
rear of which was a garden running down to
the Thames, and separated from it by a wall.
At high tide the water came up to the wall, so
that boats conld be loaded and unloaded at &

- door in the wall. At low tide he reached the
water by a paved jetty running from the door
to the water, and kept in repair at his ex-
pense. The river was filled up by a company
under authority of Parliament, a strip of dry
1and formed between the water and the garden
wall, and on the side of this strip, next the
water, a road was opened. The claim for
compensation was referred to an arbitrator,
who took into account the loss of privacy and
quiet by reason of the loss of the river front-
age, the loss of said frontage, and the great
amount of noise and traffic and dust on the
road, thus arriving at a conclusion as to how
much less on the whole a man would give for
the property for the only use it could be put
to with profit, than it would have fetched
before the alterations, Held, that the award
must be sustained.—7he Duke of Buccleugh v.
The Metropolitan Board of Works, L. R. 5 H.
L. 418.

See Proxmare AND REMoTE CAUSE.

Degzr.

A husband under a power of apportionment
in a marriage settlement afterwards appointed
a sum to a son. Upon the husband’s death his
executors claimed that this sum was a debt of
the deceased, and it was so held.—The Lord
Advocate of Scotland v. Hogart, L. R. 2 H. L.
(Se.) 217,

See WiLL, 6.

DrcreE Nisi,—See Costs ; Divorcs, 2.



