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DIGEST OP ENGLISii LAw REPORTS.

guilty of adultery, crnelty or desertion. In
determining the proportion te be settled, the
court is hound hy no flxed rnis, but wiil exer-
cise a judicial diseretion, aecordiug te circomn-
stances. The court refosed te interfers with
the busband's right te the fuud in defauît of
children, lu case of his snrviviug bis wif.-
In re /Sugq;tts Trusts, Law lisp. 3 Ch. 215.

2. A seoman, entitled te a fond in court,
applied for a boan on the security of the fond.
Before the transaction was conîpieted, s unar-
ried, and the monsy was advanced te bier snd
lier husband, u ho both joiued in mortgaging
the fond. The fond was tissu carried o-ver te
the joint accout of bnsband and wifé, and a
stop put on it lu favor of the mertgsges. In
June, 1860, the wife obtained a decree nisi, for
dissolution of the marriage, ivbicis became
absolute iu January, 1868. In the interval,
the mortgagee presented a petition, on whicis
su order was rnade by a -vice-chancelier for
payment of bis debt ont of the fond. Held,
(1) tbat the mortgage did not bind the wife's
right by snrvivorýship, sud tbat lier pre-nuptial
uegotiation made ne differeuce; (2) that tihe
carrying over the fond to tise account of bus-
baud sud e ifs was net a reduction. loto posses-
sien by the husbaod; (8) that, ou the decres
for dissolution becoming absolute, it toole effeet
from the date of the decres nisi, sud se the
order ou tlie petition was of ne avail te redue
tise fund loto possession.-Prole v. Soady, Law
hep. 3 Ch. 220.

See BANîcacelo?, 1; NKEESSARISa, 1.

INco-,ur.-Se TiENANT FOR LiFa AND REm- SiNDFiR-

MAN.

INFANT-Sec NEcassAiEas,2,3

INJONCTION.
1. Proceedings lu one soit iii sqnity may be

restrainied by an injonction obtainefi iii another

suit.

If there are two claimants te a fnnd, sud one
files s bill against the lider of the fond witiî-
eut maldng the other a party, thie hoider of the
food muay file an ioterpisader bill, sud restrain
tise procedings in the former suit.-P-edential
Assuance Co. v. Tliomas, Law lisp. 3 Ch. 74.

2. A local board of hsaltlî withdrew its

opposition to a raiiway bill ou the insertion iu

the act of a clause that no bridge carrying s

road over the raiiway lu their district sisouid
ha-vs aIs approacis witis a slope of more than

1in lu0. To make sncbi a slope required an
encroachmeut on the laud of a person wbo

obtained an injurnetion tu pievent such en-
croacliment, aud tise compaoy thereupon made
the approacis witis a siope of 1inl 20. Jfeld,

that, te an information by the Attorney-Gene-
rai, it was no anîwer, that a siope of 1 in 30
couid not bie macle withont stoppiug the rond,
and a mandatory injonction was granted.-
Attorney- General v. -àid-Ke2zi Rai1waey Co., Law
Rep. 3 Ch. 100O.

3. The plaintiff, a maker of cocoa-nut mat-
ting, using chioride of tin in bleacbiug, com-
piained that bis fabries were injured by reason
of the clbloride of tin being discolored by sul-
phuretted bydrogen thrown off from the adjoin-
ing factory of the defendant. The es idence
sbowed that, owiug to the defendant's precau-
tions, on three occasions only had an apprecia-
hie escape talcen place, and then ouly from.
accidentai defects, wbicb were imniediately
remediefi. An injonction was refnsed, svithout
prejudice "o an action at law.-Coke v. Ferbes,
Law Rep. 5 Eq. 166.

See ADNSTnRnATION, 3.
INSURANcE.

A policy of tire insurance provided that the
insurers would not be liable for loss or damage,
by explosion, " except for sncb loss or damage
as shall aris~e fromn explosion by gas." In the
insured premises, which were nsed for the
business of extracting oil, an inflammnable and
explosive vapor, evolved in the process, escaped
and caught fire, settiog lire to other tbings. It
afterwards exploded, and caused a further lire,
besidles doing damage by tbe explosion. r1eld,
(1) that -gas," in tbe poliey, meant ordinary
illominating gas; (2) that the exemUtion of
liability for ioss by explosion was nlot limited
to cases wbere tbe lire was originated by the
explosion, but incloded cases where the explo-
sion occurred duriog a tire, and tbat the in-
surers wers nlot liable either for the damsage
from the explosion, nor fromn that fromn the for-
ther fire caused by the exlso.Sel~ v.
Western Jesurance Co., Law Rep. 3 Ex. 71.

INTERPLEAIE.-See INJUNETION, 1.

JOINT TENANOX.-Se,' EXFJ'VTOBI TR.UST.

JURISIITION,.-See ADMIRALTY; EqUîTY.

LANDLOun AND TENANT.
1. By a statuts, the occupier of premises may

1 deduct out of the rent due in respect of thse
-premises thse money wbicb bie pays to the vestry

for workçs doue by theni under the statuts.
Held, that the moniey could not be deducted
unless actnally paid; aud therefore that a dis-
tress for rent which hecame due after service
of a notice fromn the svestry, made before pay-
ment te the vestry, was not illegal.--Ryan v.
Thompson. Law Rep. 3 C. P. 144.

2. The lessee of premises covenanted te psy
"ail taxes, rates, duties aud assessmeots wbat-
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