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infiet reasonable punishment; and that, assuîning the first and
second findings .,,ere correct, the jury would be justified in find-
ing a verdict for ihe defendant.

MNUNICIPALb AUTH-oRflWY-PLANS-WRONOFU-9L REFUSAL OP MUNI-
CIPAL AUTfIORITY TO APPROVE 0F PLANS-MNiANDAMUS.

Dav~is v. Rrorniey (1908) 1 K.B. 170. This was an action,
by a builder to recover damages against a municipal body for
wrongfully refusing to approve of plans of buildings suhînitted
tû theni by the plaintiff. The plaintiff contended that the plans
iii ail respect& were in accordance with the defendant's by-
iaws, but that the defendants in consequence of a feeling cre .ted
by previolns litigation between the plaintiff and defendantR,
hiad wrongfully refused to approve of the plans. The case was
tried before Lawrance, J., who non-suîted the plaintief' and his
judgmient wRii approved of by the Court of Appeal ( iilianis,
L.J.. and Barnes, P.P.D., and Bigham, J.) that Court holding
that the plaintiff's remedy was by motion for a inandamus.

GIFT 13Y HUSBAND TO WIFE-FREAt'D ON CREDIToRS--SET-OFF 13Y
WIFE 0F DEBT DUE BY HUTSBAND.

Lisier v. Ilooson (1908) 1 K.B. 174, thougli a case arisiug
i bainkruptcy, deselve3 attention. The bankrupt made a volun-
ty rift of £250 ta his wife which was t3et aside (in tbp applica-

tion of the triustep in bankruptcy. and the wife was ordered to
refuind the money. She clainied to set-off a deb)t of £250 due to
lier 1by lier husband, -and Grahian, J., held that she was iix.titIed
to (Io this; but the Court of Appeal (Williamis, Moulton and
Biirkley! L.JJ.) held that the £250 claimed in respect of the
vo]uintgiy settiement was not a deht due to the bankrupt f rom
hi-q wife, and therefore she had no right of set-off. Moulton, L.J.,
however, dis.qented f rom thîs conclusion. Biut the gift being
void as against creditors, it wotuld have been equally voici as a
preferential paymnent, and it wouild have been a curious result
if it could have been retained on the grouild of set-off.

VOL.I'NTEER-COMMANDING OFFICER-GOODS SUPPLIED TO VOTLUN-
TEER REGIMENT ON VEDIT 0F COMMANDING OFFIKER-LiâiBTL-
ITY ON CONTRACT.

Saniuel v. 'Wletl?.rly (1908) 1 KAB 184. In this case the
decWson of Walton, J., (1907) 1 K.13. 701) (noted ante, vol. 43,
P. 446) ta the effeet that where a commanding officer of a vol-


