
DIGEST OF TuEC ENGLIsu LÂw REPORTS.

APpomTuxMNT.

I. By îuars-iage settiement, personal propcrty
was assigneci ta trustees upon trust to psy the
income ta the wife to bier separate usae or ]ife;
and alter bier decease, i case the linsband sbonid
survive, te pay bini s0 aiuch of the income as the
wife sbould hy decil or will appoint for bis ife;
aud suhject tiiereto the trustees ta boid the prop-
erty for children of the marriage ; and in case
tbere shonhd lic ne chihlren (wbicli eveîît hap-
peneîl) to truistees ta bold the property in trust,
In case thc wife shc,îîil survive the liusbanil, for
the wife, bier exectutors, admiuastrators, aud as-
signs, absolutely, for lier sole anti separate use.
Tue wifée xecufrd a will during hier insb)anl's
ifetinie, in wiîiclî she exercisedliber powver of p
pointment ;sud she survived bier buisbaînd wit î-
ont haviuîg bad children. RIelt,that the will
wass a vaiid exercise of bFr power 0f appoinulment.
Under the Seultient tlie wifé bail the wbolhe s-
tate in the property to lier separate usýe, and
could therefore disýw>se of the property îY hier
will ; sod bier will Tmde ihring covertutre diii not

=eur re-execution after tlue lîishanl's deatb.
Bukpv. Wall, 3 CL. D. 194

2. fUnder a marriage settîcînent, E. liai a
power of appointuacut anîang bis cbililrea over
certain fonds in the banîls nf trustees. The
trustees lent saiti fonds. amoîintiuîg to £6,000, te
E., upon mortgage of E. 's farni. Man'y ycars
hater, E. in order te dispose of fus jîraperty in
faver of bir, two sons, execuitei tlîree deuils of
es-en date. By the first, te which ,both bis sons
wcre parties, E. setticil ssii1 f;îrui on bis chier
son for life, remainder to suclu soils cbiiîlî-ei as
hue should appoint, aud lu defait of appoint-
ment ta ahl sncb uon's cbihlren as tenants iiicut
mon, remainder ln ulefauit of sncb cbilren te E.
anil bis hieirs. By tbe second decil, E. appointeil
sali1 

£6,000 to bis eldest son absolutely ;andl E.
and said son sud the trustees rêheased said farni,
freed from tbe înortgagc, te a trustee to the uses
of said first decil. By the tiîirîl tieci, E. gave
tlîe resilue of bis property to bis second sou. By
bis wilh, bearing the sanie dlate, E. contirnîcî
said deeds ; siud referriîîg ta the contingency
upon wbich. uner sajid first tied, saut faruî was
limiteil to lîiniself and lus lîcirs, lie dec.lau-ei thaI
upon the happening of such contiiigency saiti
farni shluli be chargeil wltiî £3,000 i favor of
bis dangliter, andl sîîliject thereto sbonhd beioîîg
ta bis second son. E. died, snduitls daughter
fileil a bill against bier two brotlier%, alleging tbat
E.'s appointaient was ruatde, uiot for tue henclit
of bis eider son, but witb the abject of r'-hicving
bis farpi froin tbe payaient of said £6,000, sud
was therefore franduhent sud void ; sud tbat she
was entitîcil t onc-tiîird of saiil $6,000. Held,
tbat it ili nat appear tbat E. badi nade said
deeels witb carrupt or iapraper intention ; that
bis disposition 0f said £6,000 under lus power
was not s0 improper as to be void if there were
no frauduhent inteut ; sud tbat Lltb-ugb E., if bie
bail not becomne a party te saîil decil, nîigbt bave
riaimeil the benetit of the appoiutment in bis
laver, free frein the condition that hoe shoulil re-
icase said farni froui salît charge. yet bsving
signeil tbe deeds bie was bounil by tbe condition.
-Roaca v. Trîiod, 3 Ch. D. 424.

ik 3. M. bail the power of aFpointouent over a
fund sniong bier ebildren, sndtin defauit of ap.
pointunent the fundyas ta go te bier cbtîdren la
equal sbares. M. appoînteiltbat trostees sbouid
stand possessedl of the wbole of salil fuu nill trust

*te psy the incane, of £1,200, part» h e funil,
te M.'s soi) J. for hifé, anil after bis deatb in
trust for aIl the cbiidren of J. equally. Andi l

case J. shouid die witbout cbildren, then said
£1,200 "to be added to and form part of the
residue" of bier trust est*te. The residue of said
fund M. appointed upon certaiin trusts for ber
daughiters. J. died, ieaving children. It was
admitted tbam the appointnient to J.'s eildren
was beyond M.'s power and void. Held, that
upori J.'si 'eath said £i,200 feul into the residue*
of M.ýs estate, and was iuciuded in the appoint-
ment in trust for M.'s datigter.-Iare Mfere-
dith's Trusts, 3 Ch. D. 757.

4. Legacy to V., the testatrix's daughter for
111e, and after hier deatb "to and asnongst rny
other children. or their issue in snicb parts, shares,
and proportions, ulanner and florin, as V. shall
by tleed or wili appoint." The testatrix left
three chîjîdren besides V. IIeld, that V. bail
the î'igbt to appoint ia favor of opîe of the testa-
trix's other children, and tbat said power wus
exclusive, la re l'eole's Trusts, 4 Ch. D. 61.

Sec SETTLEMENT, 1, 7.
APRrîOPRATION OsF PAYMENTS.-Se BILLS AND

NOTES, 1 ; EsTOPPEL, i.

ATToRNIEY'S LIEN. -See LIEN, 1.
BÂNK.-See BILLS AND NOTES, 5 ; PARTNIÇRSHIP.

BANiKRUPTCY. - &ee HOTEL-KEEPIOt; PARTNER-
SHIP ; SETTLEMENT, 6.

BEQUEST.-&e ANNUITY, 1, 2 ; APPoiNTMEN'T, 3;
CRARITY ; CONTINGIJNT REMAINDER ; Du.ý
VORCR ELECTION ; ILLEtiITIMATE CHIL-
a)RxN; LEGACT; PARTNERSH [c; PaîOIrv,
2 ; RESIAINDER; SETTLEMENT, 3 ; TRUST, 3;
WILL.

BIîLLS'AND NOTES.

1. E. in London orderpil catton o-f A. ils Boin-
bay, and A. accordmngly sent the. catton with bill
of lsding to bis correspondlent iii London, te-
gether with a bill of' exchange drawn on E. con-
taining the direction that the aniont of the bill
sbould hie placed ta " acconnt cotton shipments
as adi-ised." E. acccpted the bill, received the
bill of lading, sud raised moaey upon it from C.,
wbo subseql*gtly solil the cotton. E. failed.
A. ciaimed th proceed,(s of the cotton as havin)g
been specificaliy appropriated ta the pavanent of
the birl of excliaage. lJeld, that there was ne
such specific appropriation. lIn se -Ent.mstle.
Ex parle A rbut i ot, 3 Ch. D. 477.

2. By agreenment hetween brewers anti an aie
inerchant, the latter was to be aliowed 20 per
cent discount on the invaice price of' aie sold ta
hiun ou psymenot in cash within one nîontb. The
mci chant, on purchasing ale of the bi ewers, gave
thean certain bis of excliange drawn by the
brewers open the merchant andi acccpted by bini.
The bis were nt paid at maturity. Held, that
the bis were nlot paynîcnt, as they were dishon-
ored at niaturity, and that the nierýcbant was nlot
entitled to said (iiscouTt.-II re Cumberlsad.
Ex parle Wo'rtlaisstosa, 3 Ch. D. ý808.

3. Action on a bill of excbange by an indorsee
against an indorser. Defence, waut of notice of
dishonor.. Reply, that neither drawer, acceptor,
nor any indorser prier to the defendant had at
any tiane any effects of the defendant ln hie
hands ; and that the bill wss drawn, accepted,
and indorsed by the defendant anti prier indors-
ers, for the parpose of raising nîoney for the de-
fendant, the drawer, and the acceptor, and the
versons who indorsed before the defendan$,joitly ; and the defendant wss in no way dam-
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