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The defendsint, in a bill to restrain infringe.
ment oif a trade-mark, was ordered ta disclose
the places to which goods iere sont impressed
with the alleged coucterfeit mark, and the,
description iu ies books aud letters of the
etanep or mark to be placed on the goods
referred to therein ; but not the naines oif ans-
tomera, or oif persons to or front whorn letter&
produced were writteu or, recelved, or their
aâdresses by post, or the prices oif said goode.
- Crve v. . Pinto Lile, L. R. 7 Ch. 90.

DISTRSc~.-See TaspAss, 1.
DISTRIBUTIONe.

Wliere a fund waa divisible, under the Eng.
liait Statute of Distributions, between grand.
eildren and great-grandchldren clairning by
one liue of degQent, aud grandchildrou and
great-grandclîildran clalueiug by a second line,
front a cutumon sucestor, it was beld, that the
fznd must be divided juta neoleties divisible
among the descendants by eûcîs lice oif desceut
per iipes and not per caia-nre .ZOu'e
Truâa, L. R. 13 Eq. 286.

DIsCTUPr'.-See LAceOLOSO AcND TENANeT, 8.
EmX.yu.<T DomAzr.-Sce RAILItOAD, 1.

EQUITY PLEAING AND Pi.ÀCTrC.-Se PLEÀDIXO.
ESTATIC P135 AUTRE VIE.

A rent-charge wvas directed ta be divided
equrlly between A., B. and C., durlug their
Ili-es and the life of the lougest liver. Held,
that A. had an astate pur autre vije, viz., for his
own hie aud the Ilvea of B3. and O.-rhatf/ld
v. Berdhioldt, L. R. 7 Ch. 192; .c L. R. 12
Eq. 464.

ESTOPE'rL.-See SIIIaXrr.
nVIDzNcez.

1. A pronecutrix, iu an ludîctuient for au
!-Accent assanît amounting Vo an attesupt at
vape, if aelced on cross-examlnatiou whother
abce bas had cocuectiou with a persan ather
than the prinoner, cacuot be coutradicted.-
Reg. v. HomiL. R. 1 C. C. 334.

2. Wbere two prisoners are indicted aud
trled together, one is not a compateut ivitnesa
fnr the other -Re. Y. Payne, L. I. 1 C.C0. 349,
8 &. C. L. J. N. S. 109.

Seo BReORr, 2; FRAUDE, STATUTE Or, 2;
LZGACr, 5, PATENT.

EXAMIN.TIONq.-S6 EvIusENCE, 1.

ErEouTIOc.-&e Blitmi'rivP(, 8.
EzEoUToRS AND AuusMIYITRATORS.

L. À bauk opened aru account wlth F.'s exe.

cutrix, entiling itIl p.'$ executors' sceount,"

aud advanced mouey ta her on the seourity «

tlte-deeds of F.'a estate, deposltud by hir.
E.'s execotors were ecnpowered Vo, charge i#i
rai estate lit favour of bis person.1 astate,

The executrix expeuded the above money Mr

bier owra purposes, but the bauk hiad no notlin

that the uoncy was not dssired for or applied
to proper purposes. IIeld, that Vhe bank coula

noV prove agaicet the general estate of the ts,.

tator for a b-ilanco remaiulng unpsid aftîr

realizlng Vhe security. -F1arhall v. Frd

L, R. 7 Ch. 123; s.co. L. R. 12 E q. 98; 0 m
Lasw Rey. 295.

2. The executor o'f an executrix de sonI lerp l

flot liablù for a bresch of con rct of ths e.e

cutrix's testator. - ilion v. Hfodsai, L,

7 Ex. 84.
Sec 1)Evisz, 3; LicoAcy, 1, 2.

FORIGNe CORPORATION.-&« COsROaALo-f.

FoscERYv-Sed 13ILLO AND3 NOTES, 3,

FîeÀvuI.-ed COMPANY, 'T.

FRAUDS, STATUTE OF.

1. Bill1 for specitic peiformance oif a verbcal

agreement. The defendaut wrote a letter

agreeing to luire a bouse for seven yeRrs, ast

staticg when Vhe terni %vas 'o bogic. In a <île.

sequeut letter lie referred, ta the dirst, adding

thât he uuderstood that on bis taking a isu

front Michaeluwas the lessor was to perfore

certain stipulations stated, whiclî the plaintiff

deuied Vo Le lu the origInal. verbal agreement,

He1d, that there was no memorandumn of tu

agreement sufficient ta satlsfy the Statute of

Frauds.-Me.shatm Y. Sel by, L. R. 13 Eq. 191.

2, The defendant being Jbairman oif a loca

board of health, msked the plaintiff wliother

ho would la>' certain pipes. The plaintiff maid,

I have no objection ta do the work, if you or

the board will order the wo--k or become

respousible for the payneeut." The defendat

replied, "Go on aud do Vhe work, aud 1 wll

ose you pald; " aud acoordiugly the plit&i

did tue work. The worlc wae not authorized

b>' the board, and they refused ta psy for it

Held, that Vhe defendant was lhabit, for Vh<

prion of the work, as t.here was evidece foi

the jury that tho defeudaut eonitracted te les

prîmaril>' liable.-MlourdtepAe< v.Ly, nS

L.* R. 7 Q. B. (Ex. Ch.) 196 ; s. c, L. R. 6 QB

613; 6 Amn. Law RÎev. 466.
GENERAL ÂveRaGSe

À vesse1 sailed froin Melbourne for Londen

belng provided witb a dockey englue adaâpWa

for hoistiug salls, pumuping the vessel, (te., snd

supplying the place of su sdditioual crew ef

ten ceeu. There wa1e ou board uctw, oufilflin

for su ordinar>' voyage. The ve5se1 encouni
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