
ENGLIBH LÂW REPORaTS.

,payments had been al made, the piano wus to
become the property of B. But if he failed to
pay a monthly instalnien4, or if B. became
bankrupt, or inacivent, or died within the
three years, H. should have the right to take
the property at once, without paying any thing
-on account of what had been paid. Decem-
ber 11, 1877, B. filed a petition in bankruptcy,
.and H. removed the piano ; but it was claimed
by the trustee. There was no special mark
on the piano indicating that it waa B.'s. There
was conclusive evidence of the existence of a
custom to let pianos in this manner. Held,
on the strength of the custom, that the piano
waB the property of H., and the trustee had
.no dlaimi to it.-Jn re Bktn4sharL. Fa parte
Hatterlej, 8 Ch. 601.

DEcBT.-See ASSIGIENT, 2.

Di"y.-See BILLS AND NOTES.

DEMURRAQE.-See CHARTER-PARTY, 2.
ýDEvIÂTION.-SeeINRÂc,1

,DEvisiS.

P. devised freehold in D. upon trust, and
bequeathed £3,000 te his trustees te purchaise
land in D. for the same trust. In a codicil, hie
revoked the devise of the freeholds, without
more. Held, that the bequest of £3,000 for
the purpose named was not affected by the
codicil.-Bridge8 v. Strachen, 8 Ch. D. 558..

See WILL, 1, 7.
DIREc'-rOR.- Ses COMPANY, 1, 2, 3.
DiscRzTioN.-See TRUST, 3.

DivISIBILITY. -See FRAUD.

Divonen. -See JURISDIS1rON.

DOMESTIC RBL.ATIONS.-See HUSBAN~D

EQUITABLE EJSTATE.-See WILL, 1, 7.
ESTOPPEL.-See BILLs AND NOTES, 1.

AND

that the other party, if the contract be dis-
affirmed, can b. remitted te his former state.
Otherwise resort must b. had te an action for
damages. Divisability of a contract for disso-
lution of partnerahip, considered.L-Urquhart
v. Macpher8on, 3 App. Cas. 831.

See Cowr&&<,r, 2.

GAmING DE]rr. -Ses CONSIDEBÂTION; STATUTE.
GENERAL Avxap&GE.-Ses INsuRANcE, 2.

HIGHWA&Y. -See NEGLiGEcNcz.

HUSBÂND AND WU!E.

1. The defendant and hi. wife ssparated by
mutual consent, and agresd upon the sum
which the wife should receive so long as the
children taken by her were under twsnty-one.
Sh. found the sumn insufficient to support her-
self and them, and pledged the husband's
credit for necessaries. Hetd, that the husband
was not bound. -Ea8tland v. Bsurchell, 3 Q. B.
D. 432.

2. A wilful wrongful refusai of marital in-
tercourse on the part of the wife is not in it-
self sufficient ground for a declaration of
nuility. The Court proceeds ou the ground
of impotence, and if after a reasonable time
the wife stili. reaists ail intercourse, the Court
will infer that impotence is the cause, and, if
satisfied of bona jfdea, will decree nullity of
the marriage.-S. v. A., otherwise S., 3 P. D.
72.

3. In a suit by the wife for restitution of
conjugal rights, a compromise was agreed te.
The petitioner then refused to sign the memo-
randum of the compromise, and had the suit
set down for hearing. IJeld, that she must
b. hsld te the agreement which she had made.
-Stane8 v. Stane8, 3 P. D. 42.

Sse JtIRISDicTioN.

IMPOTENCE. .See HUSBÂND AND Wfl'E, 2.
EVIDENcE.-Ses COMPANY, 2; LIMITA&TIONS, 1INIOiTMNT.-See LiBEL, 3.

STATUTE 0F, 2.
ExcHA&xQE, BILLS OF. -See BILLS ARDNoI)s

EXECIUTro.-Se6 WîI.x, 4-

EXECUTORY GîrrT.-Sc)e WILI, 7.
ExTRiNsic EvIDENCE.-See WiLL, 5.
FALsA DmoNTRTIO.-,S5e WILL, 5.
FREz.-Sse WILL, 7.
PatUD.

SContracta which may be impeached on the
ground cf fraud are void, but not voidable only
at the option cf thelpsrty who ia or may be iii-
jur.d.by the fxaud, aubject te the. condition

IND)oRsER.-Ses BILLq AND NOTES, 2.

INJUNCTION.

Injunction te restrain a leae from. teariflg
down old buildings, and putting up new in.
their place, refused on the ground that: if
there was teclanical waste, it was meliorting
waste.-Dokerty v. Allnun, 3 App. Cas. 709*

See LaBEL, 2.

INEKEEPER.

B. went to an finn as an ordinarY guetet in
Septeraber, 1876, and i November fOIloWfl'V&
a pair cf hors.., haneau, and a waggol 000e
to the, mn a B' personal property, and ne 00
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