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EXECUTORS AND ADMINISTRAT0PS.
1. Executors carrjed on the testator's bus-

iness as autlîorjzed by hlm. The plaintifi'
alleged that lie hiad become a creditor sincethe testator's decease, and, oit behiaif of him-
self and ail other creditors of the te8tator,
prayed for geueral administration -of the
testator's lierîonal estate, for a receiver, and
for accounts, without sugg,-estitng insolvency
of the estate. Hcld, that the plaintiff's
remedy ivas by action at law.-Owen v. Del-
amere, L. R. i5 Eq. 134.

2. A xnarried wonman (lied intestate in 1856.
lier liusband was List beard of in Auistralia, in'1853. The court refused adiniistration to
the womani's iext of kiîi without citing thehusband or bis representatives. Ib the Goods
,of iVichltelb, L R. 2 P. & D. 461.

3. The court refused to pass over the widow
lu appointing ani adiniistrator to an iintestate's
estate, aithougli the widow had been separated
by judicial dt-cree froîn lier litusbaîîd, by reason
of lier cruelty.-in. thte Goo<s of Ihielr, L. Rt.
3 P. & 1>. 50.
-See ESTrOPPEL ; MÀiLSIIALLING ASsETS

W~ILL, 2, 5.
EXPF.CTAYýT HIEIR.-SCC UNCONSCIONÀIBLIE BAR-

SAI EN.
]FAUT, MISTAKE OF.-Sce COMPANY, 3.
FALSE REPRESýENTATIONS. -Sec Fîtrns, STAT-

T 0 F, 2.
FRAuD.-Se ANTICIPATION ; LIMITATIoNS,

STATUTE OF.

FRAUDS, STATUTE 0F.
1. The plaintilf agreed to purchiase land of

A. He then verbally agreed to assigu thecontract to B. uI)of certain conditions. Sub-
sequently the plaintiff assigned said contract
to B., leaving, out said conditions at B. 's re-quest. B. paid a deposit to -A. according, to
the termis of said contract, and then repudia-
ted said conditions, and the plainitif led abill to have said assiguiment set aside. Held,
that said assigamment was but imachiuery
subsidiary to and for the purposes of theverbal agreemient,, and that any use of itinconsistent with said agreement Ivas fraud-uleut. Also that the bill vas not demurrable
for want of an offer to repay to B. the deposit
lie had paid A.-Jarvis v. Bciridgc, L. R. 8
Ch. 351.

2. The plaintiff, beiag the custOîner of a
bank, requested the banik to mnake. inquiries
concerning the credit of R. The mnanager of
the bank wrotc to the manager of a bankingc
compaay inquiring R. 's standing. G., thie
manager of said conlpany, wrote a repîy,
signed by G. as mnanager, in *'hich he know-
ingly made faise represelîtations as to R. 's
credit, la coîiseqnence of which the plaintiff
supplied R. Ni itli goods, for wicli the plain-

tifwrts iiever piîd. Tlie PlaiItifll sued li.-and WV, teei'seistered p)ulic ollicer of the

company. Hcld, that G. 's signature was the
signature of the company ; thiat the repre'Sen-
tation as to R.'s credit was a representation of
the baîk:. that, according to the custoni
found by the jury, it must be iutended that
G. 's answer was sent, not inerely for the use
of said bank, but for the benefit of the cus-toîner on whose beha f said inquiry was made;
that the comipany was liable for the false rep-
resentatioîîs of G. made lu the course of con-
dneting the company's business, and that in
au action of tort both R. and W. mighit besued jointly.-Sunfi v. Wrinterbothan, L. R.
8 Q. B. 24.

FRtEiGIIT.
The defendant shipped upon the plaintiff's

vessel petroleum to be de]livered at Havre, sud
to be taken ont within twenty-four hours aftcrarriva.], or pay £10 a day (lemurrage. The
authorities at Havre refused to permit the
petroleuni to be landed, sud it- was taken by
direction of the ship's broker to Honfleur sud
Trouville, but perinission to land was there
niso retused. The vessel then retnrned to
Havre and transhipped the p(troleuin. into
liglîters hired by G., but being, obliged to
reship it liv the authorities, sailcd back to
Lonîdon. IIeld, that wliether there was an
entire execution of the contract or not, there
wvas sucli ami execution as could be effected
consistently with the iucapacity uinder wvhichthe cargo labored ; the plaintiff was therefore
entitied to freight. Also, that, as tlîe nias-
ter liad beemi obliged to take the petroleum
out of the liarbor of Havre, and lmad carriemi
it back to London, the plaintifr was entitled
to retun freighit, deniurrage for detention
whmile travellinig to Honfleur sud Trouvilie,
and the mecessary incidentai expenses, sud
that tliere wvas a lien for the several charges.
-Cargo exc Argos, L. RL 4 Ad. & Ec. 13.

See INsuRA&NCE, 3 ; LIEN, 1.

GUARANTEE.

FP. gave a guarantee to a bank to continue
lu force until six nîonthls after notice to the
bank under the haumi of F. IIeld, tlîat the
gnarautee wvas determined upon notice to the
bank of the death of F.-Harris v. Fau-cett,
L. R. 15 Eq. 311.

IIUSBAND AND WIFE.-Scc SEUTLEMENT, 1, 3.
ILLEGAL INTENTION.-Se CONTRACT, 2.
ILLEGITImAC.-Scc LEGAGT, 3.
IXDICTMENT.

1. Tîme prisoner wvas indicted for setting fire
to a stack of straw. It w-as 1)roved that lie
set fire to straw on a loi-y, sud lie was convic-
ted. IIcld, tlîat conviction muist be quaslied.
-Recgina v. Satchwcll, L. R. 2 C. C. 21.

2. The prisoner was indicted for receiving
goods witli knowledge that they had been
obtaiued under false preteuces. The falsepretences were not set forth. Tii. prisoner
was found gnihty. Ou motion lu arrest of
judgmcîmt, hcid, thmat the defect lu the indict-
mienît wasi cîired by ver-dict.-Rmeyiia v. Oold-
siait/i, L IE. 2 C. CJ. 74.
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