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DIGEST OS' ENGLIsEi LAw REP'ORTS.

covery and relief, that, by an act of Congress,
the property of ail agents of the Confedlerate

Government was fiable to confiscation, and that
proceedings in rein wecre peuding in the United

States to conflîcate his property on the ground

of suc agency. The plea w as alloiwed, on the

ground that the plaintiffs were not entitled to

the aid of equity to ohtain the rnonay held hy

thic defendant as agent, without îvaiving the

forfeituire to whiciî bis ageucy cxposed him in

tlic United States.-Unifed States ofAmceria v.

21elae, Law Rep. 4 Eq. S27.

See VENDOR A-NO PUItCISsER OF' REAL ESTATE.

FSî \TE BY 1IMLICATIoN,.-SCe WILL, 5.

E[AET XL.-Sce DEVISE, 2.

VEvNaCE.

i. The prisoner, aun attorney, wvas indicted

for perjury in having sworni that tliere was no

draft of a certain paper made by bis client.

No notice to produce the draft bafi been given

to tlic prisoner; and, on bis trial, it was proved

to have bean last sean in bis possession. Beld,
that secondary evidenca of ifs contents was

inadmuissible, - The Queen v. J-Eheort1sy, Law

Rep. 1 C. C. 103.

2. On a trial for felony lu a colony, the jury

disagreed; on a new trial, Borna of the wifnesses

having been resworn, their avidence on the

formrer trial a as read to tbemn from the judge's

notes, hufh the prosecutlon and the prisc.ner

haviîîg liberty to examine and cross-examine.

Semble, that this was irregular, and could not

ha cuîred hy the prisoner's consent-Tje Qzeen

v. Berirand, Law Rep. 1 P. C. 520.

Sce CON E SSIoN ; DEPOSITIoN; EAsEMENT; -
SMeIiv; MAsSER AND SERVANT; NEGIiocNcE*

PERJUax; iPRESUMNPTION; SALE, 2.

EXcCUTION.-See ASSIGN ',ENT, 3 ; BANEIUS'TCY, 3;

COMPrANY, 2, 3; DIVORCE, 2; SIsERIFïs, 1.

EXEUUTOR, AND ADMINISTRATOIto.-See ADMINISTRA-
TION; LimITATIONS, STATUTE OF'.

FACTOR.

The Factors' Acf (5 & 6 Vie. c. 39i-provides

in sec. 1, thaf a plefige of goods by a factor, as

iveil for any original loan, advance, or payment,
miade on Clic senrify of snch goods, as also for
any further or coutinoing afivance in respect
thereof, shahl ha valid; and, in sec. 3, that the
acf shall nof extend f0 any pledge for, or in
respect of, aniy anfecadent deht, owing froni

the factor f0 fIe pledgee, but that for fIa pur-

pose of protecting ail snch bona fe loans, ad-

vances, and axehanges as aforesaid, and tO nso
furtîer or other butent or purpose, such Con-

tracts shal lie valid. A., a factor, pledged

goods of his principal f0 B3.; first, f0 secnre the
paymenf of an acceptance of A. in B.'s handes,
nlot then due, which, had heen given to prof ect
B.'s liahilify oni a contraef as A.'s brolier;
secondly. f0 repay f0 B. his loss on a resale of

gouds 5shicii B. lied purcliasefi for A. in bis

own naine, and whieh. hafi not heen paid for*
lid, Chat the plefige was not prof ecfed hy the

Factors' Acf; and semble, thaf hoth liahilities

were antecedent dehfs.-feene v. Gaeît, Law
Rep. 4 Eq. 315.

FOREIGNe Si oTea-Se EQUITY PEAING eE PRCTIiCa

Eoascu}au Ec Uurr PLEADINO AND PRacTIciE.

HlUSrAND AND WiFE.-Se AnalîrîsON, 2; LANLORD
AND TENANT, 3; TRUST, 1, 2; VOLUNTARY

CONvievANUse.

IMPLIED ESTATE-Süe WILI., 5.

jIeeCOIE. - ,See ADMIuNISTRATION, 1-3 ; ANNUIT;

LGAoe,c, 1.

INDICTMENT.

An indictment, charging tie priboner wifh
negleef f0 provide food andf clotblng for bis

chuld, snfficiently avers his ahility f0 provide,
if belng lmpiad in tie word Ilnegiect."-The
Qaea v. IileLaw hep. 1 C. C. 99.

INJUNCION.-See NuisANcE.

INSANITY.

If the disuse ha once slborwn f0 exist in the
mmnd of a testator, if matters not Ctîa it is dis-
coverable only wîan the mmnd le addressed f0

a certain subjeef, f0 the exclusion of aIl ofliers,
or that the suhject on which if is manifesfed

has no connectbon. wltlî the testamient ary dis-

position ; and, if a disaed. etate of mind le

provad to have once existed, tIe burden of
proving restored hatli lies on flosa w-ho
a serf 1f.

Tise tests of insanlity considared.
Tise question of insanify is a mixefi oua,

wifhin tihe range partly of common ohserv ation
ansd partly of special usedical experience; aud

the court, lu saarching for a conclusion, musf

inform ifself of fIe ganeral resulf s of miedical

observation, and muet maire a comiparison bc-

fween the saylngs and doiugs of the festator et

a tima wîen the discase is allegad f0 exist, and
(1) lis sayiugs and doings at a finie whe, lie

was sane, or the sayings and dolngs of fbosa
parsons wliosa genaral femperament and cha-

racter bear fthc closesf resenihiance f0 bis owsn,
and (2) fIe sayings and doiugs of insane par.

sous. -Smith v. X.ebbitt, Law Rap. 1 P. & D. 398.

INTEREST.-See ADMIîNISRATION, 2, 3; LEGCYsc, 2.

JURISDIUTION.-See ADMIRALT; APPEAL; LierNsu;

FERJfuEY, 2.
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