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2. Tbe-prisoner was indicted for obtaining
money from a certain person by false pre.
tences ; and also for insertiug in a newspaper,
with intent to defraud, a firaudulent adver-
tisement, whicb constituted the false preten-
ces in question. In the course of the trial,
two bundred and cigbty-oue letters, directcd
to the address given in the advertisement,
wcre offered iu evideuce. These letters had
been etopped by the postoffice authorities,
and had neyer been in the prisoner'B posses-
sion. No proof wss offered that the etters
were written by the persous frorn whom
tbey purported to corne. Held, that the let-
ters were admissable in evîdence .- 2'ht Queen
v. Cooper, 1 Q. B. D. 19.

SUs CHECK; DEBD; PRINCIPAL IIDA AGENT.
EXECUTORS8 AND) ADINIISTRATORS. -Se SET-

OFF, 2.
FEES.-,9e CoSTS.
PIXTURES.

The Iessec of a public-bouse borrowcd moncy
from M. for the purpose of carrying ou his
business, and as security for repsyment exe-
cuted a deed-poll, whereby he acknowledged
the deposit of the lease as security for the loan
and auy sunis paid "lfor insuring thc pre-
mises, fixtures, aud llttings therein against
damage by fire ; " aud he agreed to execute
on demand a legal mortgage of the prernises.
Subsequeutly the lessee delivcred to J. a bill
of sale, whereby, iu consideration of a lean,
he assigned to J. ail thc goods, chattels, prop-
erty, sud effects iu sud about thc premises ;
and J. was given power to enter and seli.
Aftcr this the besace executed a mortgage to
M. of thc public-biouse sud ail the premises
demised by the lease, with their appurte-
siances, together with the lease, according to
the agreement in said deed-poUl. Iu this
mortgage, no mention was msde of fixture8.
The fixtures in the house consisted partiy of
what hsd been there before the dste of the
deed.poll, sud partîy of those which lad been
added subsequentlyv. J. cntcred and took
possession of the flttings andi fixtures, and M.
brought a bll in cquity to restrain J. frorn
selling. The Bill of* Sales Act provides thnt
a bll of sale muet be re2istcred, otherwise
sncb bill of sale shail, as sgainst assignees of
the> effects of thc person whose goods lire com-
ised in such bibi of sale under the laws re-
ati g to bankruptcy or under any assigu-
meut for the benefit of creditors, and as
against sheriff's officers, be nubi and void.
Fiutures under the interpretation clause are
to be personal chattels. Regd Uiat thc above

rovisions of the Bill of Sales Act defining
xtures related only to the cases previously

mentioued in the Act , and thatsaid fittîngs
sud fuxtures passed under the mortgage to M.
who wss entitled to hold tlem. against J.-
Mex= v. Jacobs, L. R. 7 H. L. 481.

FOOD.-SUe NIUISANCE, 2.

FEAUD.-SC6 CONTRACT, 1, 5.
FRAUDs, STITUTII 0F.

The plaintiff coutracted verbally with the
defendant to seil bum twei4ty-two trees, tben

growing on the plaintiff's land, for £26, 1 «the
trees tobe got away as soonua possible." The
defendant had entered sud eut six trees, and
bad agrecd to seli the tops aud stumps te a
third person, wlen the plaintiff countermand.
ed his sale. The defendant, nevertbeless, cut
down the remainder of the trees, and removed
thc whole ; and thc plaintiff brought an ac-
tion for trespass, trover, and injury to his re-
version. Held, that the sale was not of an in-
terest in land within thc fourtb section of
the Statute of Frauds ; snd that tIere wss a
sufficient receipt of saîd six trees to satisfy
the scvcntcenth section of the statute.-Mar-
shall v. Green, 1 C. P. D. 36.

FRAUDULENT PRLEFEBENcE.-S5 BANRuPTcY,

1, 2.

HUVSBAND AND WIFIE.-See SETTLEMENT, 2, 5.

ILLEGITI MATE CHILDREN.
A testator, wbo had married tbe day before

tbe date of bis will, gave bis wife power to
dispose by will of bis property amongst tbsir
children ; sud in default of such disposa], the
testator gave bis property equally between bis
chldren by bis said wife. At tbe date of the
wili tIc testator had two illegitimate cbildren
by his said wife. IJcld, tîat, in defanît of
disposai by the wife as aforepaid, tIc tcstator's
propcrty was undisToed of by bis wil.-
Dorin v. Dori>, L. IL. 7 H. L. 588; s. o. 1,,
Eq. 463 ; 9 Arn. Law Rev. 92.

INJUNCTION.
1. Au injunction wus granted restraining

thc defeudant from entering upon, or depos-
itiug ruibish upon tbe plsintifl"s garden ;
which acts the defendant wss doîng in such a
manner as to constitute continuing trespasses,
under color of an agreement witb tbe occupi-
ers of certain bouses wbidh abuttcd ou tbe
garden, to tbe enjoymeut and management of
whicb the occupiers were entitled.-AII.n v.
Martin, L. R. 20 Eq. 462.

2. A. aud B., owning distinct properties,
brought a bull to restrain a nuisance. A. made
out a case, but B. dicl not. It wss decreed
tîat s0 much of tIc bill as related to B. b.
dismissed with costs, so far as occasioued by
bis joining witb A. in the bill ; and tat an
injunction in favor of A. be grantnd-Usfre
ville v. Johnson, L. R. 10 Ch. 580.

See AsCIENT LiGnera; LEÂSEi, 1 ;NU,-
SANCE, 1.

INSPECTION 0F DOCUMENTS -Se DOClUMENTS,
INSPECTION 0F.

INSURÂNCE.
1. A vessel was insured from "P. to New-

castle-on-Tyne, and for fifteen days whilst
tberc after arrivai." Thc vessel arrived at
Newcastbe-ou-Tyne, discîargcd ber cargo, ws
chartercd for a new voyage sud received part
of a cargo, sud tbeu nioved. to a différent part
of the larbor to complete ber loading, and,
wbile tbere, was damaged by a storm. Tbe
stamp on tbe pobicy was sufficieut to cover
lioth a voyage and a tume policy. Held, (by
K&ELLy, C. B., sud AmPHiLETr, B. ,-CLEÂAny,
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