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died. Es solicitor knew of this at the time of
the signling, but said nothing about it, and re-
peated the statenient as to E's poverty and hie
unfriendly relations with his father. G'.
solicitor knew nothing of the fatber's death.
G., thereupon, applied to have the original
degree enfurced, setting up the foregoing, and
averring that as lie "was informed and be-
lieved," the father had died intestate, ini
which case E. would be entitled to property
more than enougli to eatisfy the decree.
MALINS, V. C., ürdered the dc erce to be en-
forccd. Jreld, that, in such a proceediug,
evideuce on information anI belief should 'lot
have been admitted ; but if the couit beluw
bia admitted it, the defendant -sh(,uid nut be
allowed to object to it on appeal. The proper
course was a separ-ate action, t(- try the
validity of the coinpromise, but the order of
MALINS, V. C., being right in substance, it
Nvas affir'ned-Gilbeit v. Èndean, 9 Ch. D. 259.
See DoYICcILES ; FELONyy; NEGLIGENCE, 2

FELONY.
A clerk of a bank absconded, March 16, and

on Iookîng over hie accounte, it was thought
he was a defaulter to the extent of £100, or
thereabouts. Subsequently, un M~arch 24, lie
wrote the bank, confessing 'to have taken
about £8, 000. Orders for hie arrest were
given Mardi 26, and, two days later, a war-
rant was iasued, and committed to a detec-
tive, on the exertions of the bank. The de-
tective found the cuiprit had leit England.
On March 19 and 122, the relatives of the clerk
had interviews with the bankers, and one
partuer said, " My>adrice ie, that h. ehotild
get ont of the country to America or else-
where;,> and again, on the su ggestion of the
wvife, that the clerk returu and throw Liniseif
on the mercy of the bank, the partner said,
" No, if he lad that, we abould, be obliged to
prosecute him ; if ho were abroad, 1 don't
suppose we should trouble farther for him."
After that, one of the relatives met thse cul-
prit in England, atid si.0ce then he could not
be found. On bankruptcy proceedings against
the estate of thse cuiprit, the bank was not al-
lowed to prove its dlaim of £S,000, on the
ground that it had coxupouuded the felony.
IIeld, by BAcoN, C. J., that the dlaim could
be proven.-Exr parte Turquand. In re Shep-
/serd, 9 Ch. D. 7014.

FEL'DAL TENuRE.
In Lower Canadas, where the Crown took

lands held in feudal tenire according to the
la-%v of France, ail the fendai riglits oi the
aeifpleur were extinguished, except a right
of indemnity, amountiflg, until 1Q~7, in
the case of lands heid by rotiurires, to
one-fifth the value.-Le8 Soeurs Dames Ho.sp1.
tetiêreg de Mt. josephs de L'Hôtel Dieu de Mon-
treal v. Middlemiss, 3 App. Cas. 1102.

FixTuR.s
Testator gave his wife ail bis " household

fur-niture," &c., "within uiy dweiling-house
at the time of my decease." H1e Iived in a
leasgebold bouse, contaiuinig teDant's fixtures,
as gas-brackets, &c., put up by himself as

tenant. Held, that these could not pasai.-
Finney v. Grice, 10 Chi. D. 13.

FRAUDS, STÂTUTE or,-See MORTUAoE, 4.
FRAUDULENT CON VEYANC E.

K., the insolvent, assigned ail his property
to trustees, by a deed purporting to b e by K.
of thse firat part, the trustees of the second
part, and the assentiug creditors of the third
part. The trustees were to carry on K.'s busi-
ness, and pay al cost8 and charges and pre-
ferred claims. and niake a dividend to ail thse
crediturs who gave notice. If a dividend, so
aseigned to a creditor, was not called for with-
in a certain tiin-, the trustees were to pay it
over to K. Proof of debts, to the satisfaction
of the trustees, was required. The assenting
creditors- were to indcninity thse trustees for al
lus or damage to m hich they should become
liable. Subsccjuently, the defendants, who
were not parties to the above arrangement, got
a judgment againet K., and levied on a writ
of fi.Ji. on property in the bande of the above
trustees. T1he debtor had procured the above
arrangement by assignmnent, fearing attach-
mente by the defendants, among other credi-
tors. Held, that the transaction was frau-
dulent and void, und*er 13 Eliz. c. 5., and thie
defeudants' ievy was good. - Spencer v. Stater,
4 Q. B. D. 13.

FRAUDULENT PREFEREXCE.-See CompÂNT, 4.
GIJÂRÂNT.-See ComPANY, 4.

IIUSBÂND ANI) WIFE.
By the Divorce Acte (20 and 21 Viot. c. 85,

and 21 and 22 Vict. c. 108), a husband is liable
for certain statutable coes of hie wife, when
suing for a divorce. Held, that a wvife's solici-
Wor miglit sue imi also at common law for
extra niecessary costs, as for necessaries. -
Ottawccy v. Hamnilton, 3 Q. B. D. 393.

See PLEÂDING ÂNZD PRAC'rICE; TRUST, 2.
INFÀNOY.

By the Infajita' Relief Act, 1874 (.37 and 38
Vict. c. 62, §2), it is provided, that " no action
shall b. brought whereliy Wo charge any per.
son upon . . . anyv ratitication, made after
full age, of any promise or contract made dur-
ing infancy. lhfcuidant, on <)ctober 14, 1876,
while an infant, formially offered to marry the
plaintiff, and m-as accepted. Marcli 8, 1877,
he came of age, and tise relations of. the parties
continued the siame, as shown by affectionate
letters between the two. No new promise was
otherwise shown, and Septeniber 24, 1877, he
broke the engagement. Hleld, that no action
could be maintained. -coxsead v. Mulis, 3 C.
P. 1). 439.

INJ UNCTION.
I . Where the court was of opinion that the

defendant was attemnptiug tu represent to the
public that he wal carrying on the business of
which the plaintiff was proprietor, lseld, that
the fact, that plaintiff had known thse facts
for three years before heginning suit, was no
bar to bis right to an injunction. It is a mat.
ter gyoverned by the Statute of Limitations
on1y.-fulbvood v. Ful!wood, 9 Ch. D. 176.


