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the duty of burying the deceased, by cremRtion to deprive him
of that right, unless he bas left irittera directions or expressed in
hi5, life a wvish to be cremnated." The resuit of the application
vvas that leave to bug, the urn containing theashes under the
floor of the church was grantud.
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In Flanifçtaiigl v. Empire Palace, (1894) 3 Ch- 109 ; 7 R. Aug.
Se the Court of Appeal (Lindley, Lopes, and Davey, I.JJ.)
has <ceversed the decion of Châitv J., in 8 R. May 127, %vhich
'u refurred to vol, 3o, p. 585, hlding that a drawing f a a

vivant is net tiecessatrily an infringernent of the copyright of the
picttîre wide1h the tableam is izîtended tu represent. \Vlether it

2<s si (W2 "t 25 al questionl of fact depending on the dlcgýrcu of
rusemiblance butvoen it and the copyrîghted picttlre.
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In re uiy 219 Ch. iý,5: 8 1. Julv 1.45 ;7 R. AePt. 91,
anor< er had beon miade agai est :i inarried \vom au fer puy-

inunt of c<<st: she was tu>iunt for life of cer tain rea.1 estate for
hur sq'larateuec. A scqtustraion Sui lieen granted te enforce,

1Ii\î2icIt A< th homst. an>d the sequt>strator aplqid f r an urder
un ceînpui the agent of thle m>arried %von2an, te Nvlion the rents
hii bcun 12(r id, to pay thec 0< secsrator the' rerits rccîvcd b' hi>>>
subseqiient te tlîc sequoistrattion. te satisfy the costs, and for an
illilinctien 12>2< othocr 1olluf te whlicll it is îlot 2ecsary te refur.

No<rthI. J. ,rousse! tlîe mo< tion2, I îog of opinioni that the rc;t raiI1t
ugai nst a ntici~pation <rî ffécnallv rvne t ho inçloînu fr020 beci ng

rucacbed in u.xecMnt luth as regards fuîture accrt2i2g instulinents

'Aild in>stahinonts ini a rruar, (\c12 tholigb t bu laLtter Ino h, have
N acrumd after t he or< er hlwen m cî îade and seu2est ru thin issud

t bore>'n and( t his j vdgîzeoot t ho Couîrt of .\ppeal ( Lindley and
MI)avuy, L-j j.) aflii2Oude(, holdin2g tliv case gevertied [< the pro*-

vis <.hcion of the thtbr bru>îcii of the Çourt of Appoal in
H«nod Jnc" v. Cat/ca;'! ( î&)4 2 Ç).I). 559- no0tcd vol. 30, P. 678.

\Vu 2T2C2< oesrve tnat a statulte 12us betui passed inî England
(55 (S 56 Vict., c. 63) tmabnîg the court to direct costs ordered

riý to bu païd by a Inarrîcd worman to lme ptid ont of ber scparatc


