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while still young, and lived there till his death
in 1872. Hie was a shopinan tili 1851, when
lie formed a partnership wîth an Englishman
in thoe.rench forin. Hie married an Engliel
Protestant in, 1852, in a Protestant dhurcI,
and without Catbelie rites, though hoe was a
a Catholic. His wife died the next year. In
1853, ho formed another partnership with an
Englishman. In 1863, topartnorship was
renewed for ton years longer, la 1856, hoe
married a Protestant whose ftather was French
and niother Englieli. Thoy had tIree childron,
ail brought up as Protestants, though the
eldest, ' son, was baptized in the Catholie
foîxa. For hie second marriage, ho got a cor-
tificate frein the 'French consul. Beyond that,
ho took no step te bave bis niarriage conf crin
te French law. Bofore his tirstchild was hemn,
lie mnade a will, invalid by French law, giving
ail hie property te is wifo. la 1872, h mnade
anothor will, making use cf provisions cf Eîîg-
lisb law and repugnant te French iaw. Ini the
cendtîct of bis business, the Paris branch was
managod by an agent, auîd hoe only weiît thero
fer vis§ite of a few weeks at a turne. There
werelin evidence somes depositione cf witnesee,
that they had often Isard bum ex prose an in-
tention and a deuire te returia te F'rance, and
that in thie Franco.German war ho mwas patrie-
tic and wisbed te juin the Frenchi army. Ho
refused to ho naturalizod, nover leased a bouse
for more than three years and said there wore
many advantages in being an alien, among
theru freedom f romn serving on the juary. Held,
chietiy on the etrength cf his marriages, that
ho lad acquired an English domicile anb ab-
andoned bis domicile ef enigin,' and bis estate
was te be adrninistered without regard te the
law of Francoe.-Doucet v. Geoghegcxn, 9 Ch.
iD. 441.

EASEXEN.-See RAILWAY, 1.
EOOLESTASTCA L LAw.

1. The Court of Arches hais ne juriediction
te, suspend a clerk in orders, ab officie et a bene-
fici, for disobedience to a inonition frein tbat
court, te abstain frei certain illegal practices
in the services cf the Churcb. Rule te Lord
Penzance, officiai principal of the Arches
Court ef Canterbury, and one Martin, te show
cause why a writ should net issue te probibit
thnt court from enforcing sucb a degree of sus-
pension againet the Rev. Alexander H. Mack-
onechie, clerk. Jfeld, by COCKBuiRN, C. J.,
and MELLOR, J. (Lusii, J., dissenting), tint
the writ should issue. (Ci. Martin v. Macko-.
nochie, L. R. 3 P. C. 409, and Hebbert v. Pur-
Chao, L., R. 4 P. C. 301. )-Martin v. Mackto-
Inechne, 8 Q. B. iD. lé30.

2. lu a criminal suit under tho Cburcb Dis-
cipline Act (3 and 4 Vict. c. 86), the. Arches
ourt lbd suspended the delinquent ckcri ab

offcie et a bet4cio, for six menthe, for certain
1il legal pmacticos in the church service, and a
mnotion, wus MAde te enforce the suspension, on
the ground tînt the olerk had repented the o e-
fo1ce; nnd, while the case wus pendiug, the
Queen'â Bench, in M&artin Y. Mackondmme (3

Q.B. D. 780), decid.d that snob suspension
wus beyond the juriediction. of the. Arches

Court. Held, that though the Arches Court'
protested against that decision, it would «"hold
its hand " and -"decline te, proceed te cOn"
puloory mensures at present. " (Cf.- CoMbe v
Edwards, L. . 4 A. & E. 390 ; 2 P. D. 354,
-Coombe v. Edwards, 3 P. D. 103.

EsTopPEL.-SeO CompANY 1 ; MORTGAGE,

1. S., with two friends, F. and D., weflt to
the L. railway station to see a friend off fo

Don the up-train froni K. te iD. at113
p.xn. As the train for D. was coming 11P S
croËsed the rond te the ticket-office for his
friend'a ticket. When he had got it,an
startod te return, the D. train had coin0e in',
and was statiornnry, on the up-track. J{e
crossed again, this tinue below the train, St the
L end, s0 that, when hoe was bchlind it ho
oould not ses either track at the D. end of the
station. As hoe stepped from behind the D.
train, upon the dewn-trsck, an express train
for R. struck and killed hum. F. and D. Ai
the friend, wbo rcrnained on, the side opposite
the ticket-office, ewore they hleard ne wbiFtle,
thougli they were veiy near, and D s 5 id ho1
saw the train and heard it ruinie, b ut beard!
no whistlc. Einployees of the road said they
heard the whistie, and the enagiineer of the ex.
press train said ho whistled as usual, acCO.rd
ing te a rule of the road. There was anoie
board at the point where S. oseainth
public net te cross there, and the railwaY Is
pewer teprdbibit crossing theve. Bt itapPeard
tint the public disregardcd the notice, and
the railway neyer enforced- the mbl, but 60'
quiesced in the violation of it. Held, that, on
this state of facto, the case was properlY left to
the jury. The jury, net the court, is te' P*0
on conitradictory 'and couflicting' evidence.
Lords HÂTHERLEY, COLERIDGE, anid BlAL*
BlUIN dissented, on the grouild. that, in the
meet favourablo view of the evidence, there
was flot, eneugh uncontradicted te entitiS the,
plaintiff te a verdict, and, in sucli a case,
was for the court te decide, and direct a ver.
dict for dofendant or a nonsuit.- TIhe »i1bdI',

Wic/clow and Wexford Railway Co. V. le'y
3 App. Cas. 1155.

2. The owners of the ship G;. brought 11
action againAt the ship H., lor danSias
collision. Tihe mate of the H. made an entil
in the log, of the circumstances of the cOl1is'ono
at the time, and ber master made &g1dePOOiti£O
when ho reached port, beîore the ýeevro
wrecks, as provided by the Merchant ShîP»
~inAct, 1854 {17 and 18 Vict. c-. id

Uthtemate and the master bad sinoO 1
Ifeld, that the log-book and the dp8l'
were both inadmissible in tvideuii Th
Henry Goxon, 3 P. D. 156. <

3. E., who %%as impecunieusj, cOflflne -oO

decros as te4a ui due from him te) 'G abse
queî'tly a compromie wus made jroi igh theï
respective solicitorti, by- which G. agedtW~
coptalesesum insettlemsnt,onthe grei' be.
E. %,as peer, and thnt bis fntber, wl&u W"g
lieved te bave property, lad refus0d to as51 

-
hum, or te have anything te do wit bizoIL
fore ti compromise wus signadl . fathle
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