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TUTOR AND MINOR-Cbn«nued. J
3 GroundBfor removal of hOor.Ythe insolvency of a fiither i* not a

ground for depriving him of the tutorship of his children. Char-
bonneau v. Churbortnatu, 121.

4. SaU of imitiowablet bf minor.^ The sale by the tutor of the im-
'moveftbles of the minonwithout the observance of the formalities

,
prescribed by law, is nlfil ; and even where theJ^tor is authorized

; toselljliuch immqve«ble||by the will of his (i^ased wife, from
wKoafe succession thejproperty devolved to the ^minors, he is

:i^ boqnd, after his appointment as tutor, to observe the formalities
prescribed by la^.

. The nullity can be invoked by the tutor
himself, in answfer to an action en j/arawdV, alleging that the tutor

_L^ has sold property as belonging to minors to which they had no
,

hga\ right ^hettey.O'Hagan, 384.
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USUFRUCT. '

1. Action by Umfructuary.
. See Parties to Action, 86.

2. Z>«iand/or «fcun<j/,] /See Phocbdurk, 178. •

3. DonaHon ofJ] Where a person intervelwd in the marriage con-
tract of his niece, and made her a donation of $200,000 payable
at his death, the intended husband %o have " the administration
and eiyoymeiit of the said sum of $200,000 from the time of the
same becoming due," and the only condition of the husband's

. .
«dministi»tion and enj(^ment was the birth of children, which
was a fact admitted, held, that the husband was usufructuary,
and the wife had the nu«propn^<(5. Kimberv. Jud9h,86.
Bmunciation of,} SeeLmAOY.llO. "
fteSuBSTiTimoN, 800.

UNPAID VENDOR. -See Sam, 114, 374.

VICE CACHE. SeeBxut, 1.

VENDOR. &e Sauc, 114, ST*. .
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1. DaU.} There is no warranty in/flipitteMi of dJBit Hence, a
private detective, sued {^damagesfor JCatM arrest, has no recourse
en garantie against his employer'. Couvrette v. Fahey, 423.

2. Ilvidion.y Where the pmnohaser. has not cAlled in the vendor en
•. garantie, and has been evigted, the 6bligation of the vendor to

guarantee the purchaser subsists, unless he proves thirt be (the
vendor) had grounds to urge sufficient for the dismistol Of th^

_ .' demand for the purch^r'a eviction. 2)ra^>«auv.',lf<irton, 90,-- .'

^ 8. CfHor»e.} /SteSAtB,!.
^ p^^

4. JPartie$to apromiuory note.} 'Jlie makpr of a f^taiifuory note^
cannot by dilatory exce{jti6n stay the suit of thje holder, in oid^

Jia.caSirm-&t^fUf9a-mgaranti*^^ Blwk v^L^mwwB, flTO*
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