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3. Tht as tu James, his remaiuing lu the
United State so long after 1782 wouid shew bis
determinatian to becoxue an Americâu citizen, lu
which case, without reference te our statutes,
b., as au allen, could not transmit the estate
eitier ta John, tbrougb viiom, the plaintiffs
claimed, q# ta Jonathan; but that under 9 Oea.
IV. eh. 21, bavlng taken tbe oatb of allegiance,
bis disability vas remo'ved.

4. That as tg Jenathan, iu the absence cf sny
thing sbewing a prevl'ous intention ta become au
American citizen, bis coming te tbis country,
taking up land, sud taklng this eatb, shewed a
clear election on bis part ta became a Britiah
subject, and bis returu ta the United States ceuld
not make hlm the lesa eue.

It vas held, therefore, that the plaintifs'l case
failed, Jonathan being entitled ta iuherit.-Mont-
gomery v. Grahiam, 81 U1. C. R. 67.

BILLe AND NQTES.-1. A company had pawer,
te issue ilbouds, obligations, or martgage deben-
turcs,"1 to be sealed sud regiatered; aise, "4te
make, draw, accept, or exadorse eîîy promissory
note, bill of exohauge, or other negotlable instru-
meut." The compauy issued instruments beaded
"4£20. Debenture Bond,"ý pramisiug ' g.1ta psy te
the bearer"' the principal, with iuterest, snd
sealed witb the seal of the cempsny. Interest
coupons were attached, headed, "Debenture
Baud, No.-, for £20. Interest Coupon, No.-."
lleld, that theo instrumente were premisasory
notes.-Rr parie Colborsîe and Sirawbridge, L. R.
il Eq. 478.

1. A. sent B., bis agent, s bill te be presentcd
for acceptance. B. presented, the bill onFriday at
twa o'clock, and calledl on Saturday st balf-past
éleveu, business heurs cleaing at twelve, for the
aecepted bill. The bill, vbieh hsd been accepted
without B.'s knowledge, vas mislaid, and B.
departed without it. Ou Monday the acceptance
vas cancelled. Held, that it being the custoxu of
merohauts ta beave a bibi tventy-faur beurg for
acoeptseucO, sud Sncb period running beyand
business hours on Saturday, B. vas net guilty of
negligence lu vaiting until Mondsy for an ansver
fraxu the drawee.-Bank of 17an Diemen'.t Land
v. Banak of Victoria, L. R. 8 P. 0J. 528.

8. Pramissory note as follovs: " We, the direa-
tors of,", &c.9 "do pramise ta psyt, &c., with
tic comany's seai affixed. Held, that the direc-
tors vere personally lisbic.-Dutio v. Marth,
L. R. 6 Q. B. 861.

CANADA REPORTS.

0ONTA i o0.
COMMON LAW CHAMBERS. l

IN T11E NATTES 0r SopHIA, LouisA LEciou *
C14stocy of chiklren-Cos. Stat. U. C. cap. 74, sec. 8.

Upon au application by the mother, under Con. Stat. U C.
cap. 74, sec. 8, for the custody of her infant daughter,
four years of age, the husband and wife baving separat-d:

Held, (after reviewing the cases decided under the corres-
pouding English Âct, that the statute la question does
not take away the common lau' rlght of a father to the
custody of his child, but only makes tbe recognitioa of
thLq paiàernai right couditional upon the perfoirnance of
the marital duty, and subjecta it, ini some degree also,
ta thse interest of tbe cbild.

If, therefore, upon au application of this klnd, it appears
that tbe husband and wlfe are living spart, the court will
inquire into the cause of tbefr separation, lu oî'der ta
ascertain

(1) Whether the busband bas forfeited, by breach of bis
marital duties, this prian face. right to the possession
Of bis cbflefren. (2) And whether tbe wife, by de'jertig
thse huiband without reasonable excuse, bas relinquished9
ber daim ta thse benefit aud protection of the statute,
wbich was lutended Ilte proteot wives from the tyranny
of their huabanda, wbo lll-used them.»

(Cbszuberu, May 17, 1871.-Gife, J.]
This vas a petition, under Con. Stat. U. C.

cap. 74, sec. 8, by I4rs. Henry Leigb, prayiog
that ber infant daughter, Sophia Louisa Leigh,
s.ged four years, might be taken from the custody
of its father and delis'ered to ber.

It appeared, fram the affidavits filed ou the
application, that the. h'lsband and vif. had been
living &part since April, 1870; the cause of
SeParation alleged by the petitioner being her
husband's îll-trestment of snd crnelty towards
her for eight years previaus to that time. The
huabaud, in reply, filed thec affidajits and certifi-
csteo cfa large number of bis neighbours, ail of
vhom, testifted in the atrongeat terms ta the. high,
character vbich hé hsd alvays borne in bis
social and domestia relations. RIe aise fully met
and disproved the allegation cf the petitianer
that au account of hereditary insanity in bis
famiiy, it would be unsafe to entrat him with
the eustody of the chuld.

The material portions of the evideuce, and the
cases oited upon the argument fally appear lu
the judgment

-Dalton MeCarthy appeared for the petitioner.
William Bo&'s for the respondent, Henry

Leigh.
GwYNiÇI, 3.-Lu Re Taylor, Il Sim. 178,

Whjch vwu one cf the first cases that arase under
tihe English Act, 2 & 8 Vie. cap. b4, it sppeared
that on the 2Oth October, 1837, Mrs. Taylor ieft
ber buaband'. bouse, slleging, lu justification Of
that stop, a charge cf adultery, vhich ah. thein
Preferred againet bim, upon grounds of which
elle aftervards aditted the entire iusufflciency,
sud whicb vere, in fact, vboily vithout foua-
dation. Overtures for a recanciliation verO
IiURediately made by Mr. Taylor, and variotUS
Ilegotiations failoved; but Mrm. Taylor, i.y the
adylce of ber frienda, refused ta retumu horne.
Circumstances occurred wbich eou'vinced Mr-
Taylor that bis wife', affections vere aliezlateJ,
and that no bond fide recouciliation conld bO

* ee In re Kinne, 6 C. L. J. N. . 96 aud the jude,11t
of Adam Wilson, J., lu Re A114a, Q. h. H. T., 1871 (ne
yet reported).-Ens. L. O. G.
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