
EfflISH CAME.

On appeal, the Divisional Court (Lord
Bigharn and Walton, JJ.), held that the ju
dismissed the appeal holding that the wordi
and "torture" in> the Act ereated three s
therefore a conviction for "ill-treating ah
would be bad.

PR.ACTICE-R,:CEIVJOm--EQUITABLE XXECtYTI
DEBTOR-MO<EYS PAYABLV, FOR MAINTE

Jr>1 Paguilne v. Sitary (~I09) 1 K.B.
atteiupt was mnade to obtain the appointmen
of equit$l)le executtion of a weekly sum
the exemutioxi debtor, a married woman, by
iiiaintexnnee; but the Court of Appeal (~
Keiïnedy, L.JJ.>, uverruling Phillimore,
ient.s were inalicijable and therefore no
exec ut ion.

Csu]MINxr, 1,5 MV-EVIOENCE,-ADMI5SIO.X BY
-STATEMENT IN REPJjY TO CONSTABLE

TIn Kitig v. Pest (1909) 1 K.B. 692 the
in eu.stody was questioned by a police coun
was given in> evidence against him. le
wiirnpd that anything he said miglit be giv
hirn. It wüs contended on behaif of the pris
w08 inadmissible, but the Divisional Cou
C.J., ai Channeli and Walton, JJ.), o
and Rex v. Garvie, 15 Cox C.C. 656, wau o
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Alverstene, C.J., and
Lstices were right, and

iill-treat,' "abuse"
eparate offences, and
using and torturin g"

C>N-MAREJIED WOMAx
~NANCE.
688 an tinsuecessful

.t of a receiver by way
ordered to be paid to
her humbRud, for her
Vil liams, Farwell and
held that sueli pay-
't liable to eqti :.b1e

PRXSONER IN CUSTOOT

prisoner a.fter he was,
stable, and his answer
had been previously

en in evidenee against
~oner that the evidence
rt (Lord Alverstone,
'erruled the objection
verruled.


