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an allegation of uzadue influence, and on the contrary they hold
the onus is on the party impugnzng the transaction to prove that
undue influence wao exeroaud. lyoulton, L.J.. agreeu -with the
view expremed by Coxens-11ardy, M.R., in Btarron V. Wilig
(1899) 2 Ch. 578, that the relation of huaband and wife is flot
one of those to which the doctrine of Hugenin v. BaseZ. y, 14 Ves.
273 applies, notwithstazading a contra dictuni of Lord ?enzanee
in Par /itt v. Lawless, L.R. 2 P. & M. 4632, at p. 468. It may be

useful to compare this decision with La Ban que Nationale v.
Uqkcr. 13 O.W.R. 896; Evolid Aventie flu8t Co. v. Hoha, ib.
1050, and Sat4yer-MVasey Co. v. Hodgson, Mb. 980; Stuart v.- Bank
of Moiitreal, 41 S.C.]R 516.

R.IILWÀýY-LEvzL CROSSINl;--ROAI) 8AISE> ON BITHER SID:P OF RAIL-
mAY-REPAii or rtoADwAY.

lni Hertfordshire v. Grêat Easter» Ry. (1909) 2 NC.B. 403
the Court of Appeal (fjord Alversfone, C.J., ànd Moulton and
FarwelI, L.JJ.) agree with the deeision of Jeif, J. (1909) 1 K.B.
368 (noted ante, p. 283), to tixe effect that where a railway in
pursuiance of its statutory powers lays its track acroas a public
highway at a highier level than the highway, and in order to brizzg
the roadway up to the level of the track, constructs two inclined
planes ot. either mide of the track, there is imposcd oy the common
law on the company an implied lifability to keep the roadway ini
repair upon the whole of such approaches, nceluding that part
which lay outside of the railvray fences.

SIII-AGEEMENT NVITII CREWr-STIPI!LAýTIONSi C0NTftARY TO LANW
~-MERCHANT SIIIPPING ACT, 1894 (57-58 VICT. c. 60) s. 114.

Mlercantile Steamshilp Co. v. Hall (1909) 2 K.B. 423. The
plaintiffs sought to enforce an agreemuent inade by their master
with the crew of the plaintifs' slip, whereby it was agreed that
for absence by the d3f'endants without leave deductions should bc
mnade from their wages diftering ini amount. and enforceable in a
different manner fromn the deductions provided in stich a case by
the Merchant Shipping Act, 1894; and it was held by Pickford,
J., sueli an agreement is '<contrary te laNw" within the meaning
of s. 114 of tlue Act, and is therefore flot permisaible.


