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RE VIE W OP CURENT ENGLISE CÂSES.

(R.gt u la sordance with the. Copyright Act.)

ADMINIOMt1TION-OUTSTA-NDING oGRANT-LieTTII op AOEUulIS-

TRATION UIBAIT-RPETEACT,%TION OP RENUNCIATION-FIM8

GRANT.

Re Heacth£oie (1913) P. 42. lux this case letters of adminis-
tration had been granted twenty years ago to the estate of a

"1;'.,...deeeased nxarried woman ta her husband 's trustee in bank-
ruptcy, the husband having renounced his right. Subsequently
the bankruptcy was annulled on payment by the bankrixpt of

.. 20s. in -the pound, and the trustee in bankruptey had ob-
tained lits relpage as trugtee. Recently a sumn of £700 became

-* payablc to the legal personal representative of the deceased,
* and the 1husband applied for leave to retract'his renunciation,

for revocation of the outstanding grant, and for a fresh grant
g ta himsel f. The former grant had been lost and could flot he

proiduced. Deane, J1., granted the order, and directed that in
future ail grants to whoinsoever made should contain a perzonal
undertaking by the grantee that hie will deposit the document %ith
the Principal Registry if and whenever lie sh&tll receive a fariai
notification requiring hlm ta do so. It mnay 'be obaerved that .a
similar undertaking would seem equally necessary mn Ontario,
ta avoid t.he obviouns ineonvenience of having two outatanding

. grants ta, different pemsns. It is aiso ta be noticed that the
freuh grant in this case was general in its terms and not merely
de bonis non,

*MA&:RRiAoy-ENGLISH MAIRRIzIGE--ANN1IYIMENT 0F ENGLISH MAR-
RIAGE BY FOREIGN COURT.

Stat1uatas v. Stathatos (1913) P. 46, This case although a
divorce case la deserving of careful attention, not so imucili for

gthe point of law, which is actually decided, as for the state of
facts which it disclosers, and the perils which it shews are in-
eurred .4Egil epemryngGek.I hscs h

qp*ý, e ure yEgih epemryigGek.lx hscs h
plaintif! though hemn in France was domiciled ini England and

jy in 1904 was inarried in a registry office ta the eefendant a
Greek and lived with him in England 3 years s his wife.
She then wvent te (Ireece with the defendant, but svhen they

:~-' ~Rot there he -refused te introduce her to his relatives, or treat
lier as his wife and fli 1ally told her ta go back to bier relatives

À


