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Reh, also, following Barnii v. BDelaiiy, 44
V. C. R. 303, that the rent accrued front day
to day. a .A was apportionabie in respect of
tinIe accordingly.

Red, aléo. that under the %vording of the
covenant to pay Ilail taxes, rates, duties, and
assesmîents whatsaever .. . now charged,
ur hiereafter to be charged, upon the said de-
mised premisor,' the defendant %vas liable*fir
local irnproveinent taxes and for the additions
made untior tht' Assessinent Act, year by year,
ta the arnounit of the taxes in arrear or
4additions ma~de by the niunicipality.

Moss, Q.C., fur the plaintiff.
Osie'r, Q.C., and Sinall, for the di-fendant.

O'Connor, j.;i rSeptember 2.

THOMIPSON ET AL. v. GoRrt ET AL.

ta ry cqd.-Fritud on creditors.

in an action brought by T. K. & Co. on be.
naif of themselves and ail the other creditors
of J. G.. againut J. G., his wife, J. G., and J.
K. B., the trustee, to set aside a marriage
settiement, by which J. G., a day or two before
bis marriage, had oettied the greater part ofi
his property on his wife, in which it was shown î
that the relations between J. G. and his wifé
before the marriage were von, little short cf*i
those cf husbauti and wife, and that she %vouid
have accepteti a proposai of marriage without
hesitation, wvithout any condition of a mar.
niage settlement, andi that J. G. was in inscl.
vent circurnstances, of which fact she muet
have been awaie, and that the settiement was
purely voluntary on the part of the husband,
andi that the wife knew nothing cf fit until she
was asked to sigu the deeti,

Hodd, that the settlement wvae net the con.
siderc.tion or part cf the cousideration cf the
marriage, and that it could flot stand.

Coninercial Rank v. Cook, 9 Gr. 524, aud
Colunzbiffe v. Penhait, i Smn. & G. 228, referred
te andi followed.

PraurP v- ThOmP$on, 1 Gif. 49, distinguished.
0. T. B!aeksiock andi r. P. Gait, for plaintifsa.
La?>, Q.C, andi Falconbridge, Q.C., for de.

fondants.

Proutifoot, Sep. Jt

RE~ SxMMoNS' & tDALToN.

Bledoral Franchise A e-Reviinç Ofiur-Afan.
danius -Notice to voter- Nolice to Revising
Otiuer-yrisdiction of Provincidl Courts Io

ISSU. nus

A Reviug Officer, under the Electoral
Franchise Act, 48 anti 49 Vict. c. 40, haRvi-1g
dechneti te entertain the appliciation cf &. to
have the naine cf D. strtnck off the votera' list,
on the groti that the notice te D. provideti
for by sec. a6 of the Act was net proved, andi
that the notice ta the Revising Officer provideti
for b>' the sarne section was not dut>' served
on or gi4'en ta hlm in turne.

On an application for a mandamus ta the
Ptsvisîng Officer, athough it a.ppeared no copy
cf the notice te D. waa keopt, andi no notice was
serveti to produce the original. it was shown

bytowitnesses that a notice toDfilled u
onaprinteti forin with his naine, addre8s andi

the objection to bis vote, hati heen maileti to
hlmi by a pre.paid registereti letter on June 26>
for the sitting cf the Revising Officer on July
z2 following, and the certificate of registration
was prod aceti, although thie wittucss hati ne dis-
tinct individual knowledge of tha particular
notice to D., an'i that sucb evidence hiat been
given before the Revising Officer.

Hodd, that in the absence of evidence to the
contrary, such proof %vas sufficient. The
notice to the Revising Officer was left witb bis
clt-rk at bis office, during the absence front
town of the R vising Officer. on Monday, june
28, and on bis return on the afteruoon cf that
day he was tolti what had been doue, and that

if he diti net cousider that sufficient the
notice %vould be procured again and serveci on
hlm personally; but ho saiti that what was
done was sufficient.

Held, that the last day for service for the
sitting of the final revisien te b. helti July 1.2
was Sunday, June 27, but that untier sec. -,
sub-sec. 2 cf the Act the time was, extentiet
anti S. hati ai the, next day, andi that the
notice was well given on Mond ay.

HEti, alse, that the service cf the notice on
the clerk cf the Revlaing Officer was, untier as.
19 anti 26, a sufficient Ildepoaiting with I the'
Revising Officer te satlafy the statute, and the
conduct cf the Reviaing Officer armounteti to

[Chn. Div

4CANADA LAW JOURNAL. [o 6 il


