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huating on Sunday. S. 6, s-s. 2, restricts the- killin9, exoept fon the .wctual ýUseaof.~
the himiter, of quail, snipe, wild turkey, woodcock, or partridge for a perio4'ftwô
years. Ut is neeesary now that all non-residents of Ontatio and Quebea eh-a~ll-
obtain a license belote they mnay hunt or kilt any game in this Province, and fr
this a fee of $ý25 is required, but a guest of a resident may obt&in free ri license 
for a week. In this connection it would be interestine ta know what. _ _

î;the Lealatture has not fàrisihed as, so fbr as we know, with a deinin ô
and sportsmen have différent ideas of what it includes, A board of fish and game
commissioners of five meînbers is appointed, who shail appoint wardens, take alià
necessary measures for the enforcernent of the game Iaws, rallact statistics, etc.~
penialties varvi ng froin $5 to $5o for infractions af this Act make it advisable
that it should be carefully read by all interested.

An Act ta encourage the destroying of wolves niakes the bonus $io instead
of $() as formerly. The remnaining Acts do flot appear tu merit special attention.

COMMRVtýNTS ON CURRBNT ENGLISH DE).ISIONS.

The Law Rep '.s -for aycomprise (1892) 1 Q.B., pp. 569-739; (084)2) 1).,
pp. iog.i.37; and (1892) _, Ch-, PP. 457-658-

GIn'-VERBAL G1F? OF C11ATTELs-DELIVERY' TO DONER-IN'ERPLAI»LR.

Rupiet v. Ralley (1892), 1 Q.B. 582, was an interpIeader issue between an
execution creditor and the wife of the execution debtor as claimnant. The good&
ini question had originaiiy belonged ta the exdcution debtor, but had been bought
by his father-in.laNv, ta whomn a bill of sale af themn had been mnade. The father-
in-law subsequently went ta the debtor's house, where the goads had beeni
allowed to remain, e'nd verbaliy gav2- the goods ta the claimant, his daughter, by
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ething for you" and he then ieft the house, leaving the
it remained in the use and enjoyment of the clainjant and

zed in execution. Lt was contended by the creditor that
Ecient delivery of the goods te the claimant so as to per-
the property in the goods had flot passed to lier. But

J., were both of opinion that there had been a valid gift of
gave judgrnent ini favour of the ciaimant.

AGRERMENT NO? TC, DE PERFORMED WITHIN A O~RSGAt~ F

92), 1 Q.B. 5qg3. is one of that ciass of cases which ex-
if courts of justice in getting round the Statute of Frauds
way of substantiai justice. The action was for wrongfal *

eernent of hiring on which the plaintiff relied was in the
ssed to the defendants, to this effect: Il Messrs. H.M. &
to continue my engagement in your office for three years
o." This was signed. by the plaintiff, and the question
essrs. H.M..& Cô." ta whom.the memorandum wAs, ad,-~


