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Dicesr or ExcrLise Law Reporrs,

of steadying them when in use, and which can
be removed without injury to the freehold,
Pass to the mortgagee under a previous equit-
able mortgage.— Longbottom v. Berry, L. R.
5Q B. 123,

See Mortaack, 1.
OBFEITURE.

A clause of forfeiture of an annuity, on
baukruptcy or alienation, does not operate
Whea the baskruptey is annailed before the
firgt payment becomes due.—Trappes v. Mere-
dith, L. R. 9 Eq. 229.

ORGERY.—See BILLS AND Norss, 2.

RANCHISE.—See FisHERY.

®4Up, — See Coupany, 2, 4; INJUNCTION;
Poweg, 4, 5.

RAUDULENT CoNvEYANCE.

A. made a voluntary assignment of a policy
8 his own life, without any intent to defraud
Creditors. In the event, however, prior credi-
tors were delayed in getting paid. Then a
Subsequent creditor sued to set the convey-
%uce aside. Held, on authority (3DeG.J. &
M 298; 3 Drew. 419), rather than on reason,
that pe could, under St. 13 Eliz. ¢. 5.— Jiyee-

an"" v. Pope, L. R. 9 Eq. 208.
FIOHT. — See INSURANCE, 1, 2.

MENDLY SoctrTY. —See EMBezzLEMEST.
*ERAL Avirack.

A ship, while still in port, was driven ashore,

4 ip order to get her off the cargo was un-

iPPed, landed, and warehoused, under the

“Perintendence and control of the ship-owner’s
38ents.  After one unsuccessfal attempt, the
Vo886l was floated, and was taken into port
Tepaired. The cargo was then reshipped
4 the voyage completed. Held, that the
T8 of the cargo were not bound to contri-
Ute ¢, the expenses of getting the vessel off,
8eneral average. (Exch. Ch.)— Walthew v.
Q%%"’J'ani, L. R. 5 Ex. 118.
qvu;\ﬂee VoLUNTARY CONVEYANCE.
ANTY,

*» being liable to B. on an existing guar-
,ig: for £2,200 and for £1,600 on two bille,
iﬂde:,d this agreement: ¢ Whereas C. is . . .
'ed to you in the sum of £2,206, &o.,
!a;i do, . . . in consideration of your for-
Yer, .8 to take immediate steps for the reco-
of, of the said sum, guarantee the payment

agree to become responsible for, any
Money for the time being due from the
1 you, whether in addition to the said
u.ed: £2,206 or no.” Former guaranties
dug s, ,° WOrds ““amount for the time being
& v to signify indefinite sums to become due
After, Held, that this guaranty was un-

0
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limited in time and amount.— Coles v. Dack,
L. R.5C. P, 65.
See Novaroy, 3.
HIiGHWAY.—See Way.
HusBAND AND Wipg,

1. Morey advanced for, and applied to, the
support of a married woman who has been
deserted and left without support by her hus-
band, may be recovered of bim in equity.—
Deare V. Soutten, L. R. 9 Eq. 151,

2. B., the wife of A., a lanatic, ordered
necessary repairs for a house in which B, lived,
and which A. had covenanted in his lease to
keep in repair. B.received oubof A.’g income
and other sources money sufficient for al] pur-
poses, including repairs. Held, that A. was
pot liable for them.—Richardson v. Du Bois,
L. R. 5 Q. B. 51.

3. When a married woman, living separate
from her husband, contracts a debt which she
can only satisfy out of her separate estate,
that estate will be liable for it in equity.—
Picard ¥. Hine, L. R. 5 Ch. 274,

4. A, a married woman, who was entitled
to the income of property held on trust for her
sepsrate use, without power of anticipation,
joined With her husband in a power of attorney
to B. to receive and sue for any moneys due to
them ot either of them. B. demanded pay-
ment of A’s separato income from the trus-
tee, avd, being refused, began n useless
administration suit jn A.’s name, acting as
next friend, without consulting A.  Ield, that
the pOWer was a nullity, the suit unauthorized,
and that B. ghould pay all the costs.— Kenriek
v. Wodd, L. R. 9 Eq. 333,

6. The court has jurisdiction to sanction,
on behalf of & marrieq woman, & compromise
of & suit to make a trustee liable for a breach
of trust in relation to o fund in which the
married Woman hag 5 reversionary interest.

Upon & petition to that effect, the married
womsn should appear separately from her
bhusband. — Wil v, Rogers, L. R. 9 Eq. 68.

See Cosrs, 4, CrurLTy; DEserTioN; EQUITY

PLEADING AND PracTIcR; WILL, 7.
TLLEGAL CONTRAGT. ~See ResTRAINT OF TRADE.

INDICTMENT.

An indictment charged A. with having made
a fulse declarution before o justice that he had
lost 8 pawnbroker's ticket, whereas he had not
lost the said ticket, but ‘“had sold, lent or
deposited it” with one C., a3 A. we!l knew,
Held, that the indictment was not bad for un-
certainty, as the words quoted were surplus-
age.—McQaeen v, Parker, L. R. ] C.C. 225.



