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have been justified in payinig over the fund to
A., even thougli an appointment haed been
aunsequently discovered.- In re Cul'a Truts,
L. R. 20 Eq. 561.

3. A bankrupt trustee wbo has trust.money
to rec.tive or deal with, so that lie can misap-
propriate it, should be removed frem his trus-
teeshiP. -In re Rarker's Trlsts, 1 Ch. D. 43.

4. H. held as trustee for the defendants,
directors of a railway company, certain certifi.
catea of stock in said cornpany, and was reg-
iâtered proprietor thereof. Sucli stock was
issued toi refstered proprietors, and it was
neyer noticed on the face of the certificates
that the proprietor was a trustee. H. obtained
advances from R. on depoeit of the certificates
as security,,withi a written agreement to exe-
ente a valid xnortgage and transfer of the stock

w bn reu sted. -R . died w ithout beinig reg-
stre as prprieto of the stock. The de.
fendant, disered the fraud, snd gve RL's
wjdow and executrix notice that H. had been
trustee for them. The executrix thereupon
obtained fromn H. a transfer of the certificatea
to herself ; aud she subsequently applied for
a mandamua, commanding the 2eendansto
register hier as the proprietor of said stock.
Held, that the defendants were entitled to the
stock.-Shrophire Union Railways and Canal
Co. v, The Quun, L. R. 7 H. L. 496; S . C.
L. R. 8 Q. B. (Ex. Ch.) 421; L. R 3'Q. B.
704; 8 Arn. Law Rey. 3o3.

Sec DEVISE, 2 ; PRIORITT, i;SET-OFF, 1,
4 ; SOLICITOI.

ULTRA VIRS-Sot COMPANY, 5.

VENDORL AND PURCIIASEE.

In a bill for specific performance cf an
aFreement to selil certain real estate, the plain-
tiff alleged, among other things, that the
agreement wss " signed on behalf of the Cein-
pany [the defendant] by B., the secretary,
who was their authorized agent;" ' and aise
that the tern " vendors, " used in said agree-
ment, «"«is intended to refer to the cornpany,
who were, in fact, the vendors of said prem.

ise." Demurrer. Held, that by the demur-
rer it was admitted that the vendors referred
te in said agreement were said cempany, and
that the agreemient muet be read as if the
name Of the company were inserted therein,
and that therefore the vendors were suffi-
ciently described in said agreement te satisfy
the Statute of Fraude ; aise that it sufficiently
appeared that B. vas the ëOmpany'a agent for
thiepurpose of signing said agreement.

It eem. that a contract for the sale cf real
estate signed by an auctieneer on behaif of an
nnnamed owner is a valid contract under the
Statute cf Fraude. -Boer v. Lendon & paria

* Hotel Co., L. B. 20 Eq. 412.

86u FRAUnS, STATUTE 0F ; SPECIFIC PER.
FORMANCE, 1', 2 ; STOPPAGE iN TRue.

SITU.

VENuE. -Sec ACTION.

VESIRD INTEREST.-8oe SErrLEMENT, 4, 6.

VIs MAJOR.-Se CARRIER, 1.

WAGERINQ CONTRACT.
To a declaration on a check the defendant

ýpleaded that the check wus received by the
plaintiff for money alleged to bie due upon a
wageringf contract, whereby the plaintiff vas
te furnish certain money whî11c1h tthe defendant
was to use in bets upon the resuit cf certain

herse-races ; and in case of success the defend-
ant was to pay the plaintiff a certain propor-
tien cf the money won, wbich money WU
that for which the check was given. ffeW,
that the plaintiff vas entitled to recover, un
hie vas net claiming under a contract by way
of wagering.-Beeteon v. Beeston, 1 Ex. D. 18.

WASTE.

The erectien of buildings upon leaaed land
by the lessee is flot waste.--Jones v. C7&ppell,
L R. 20 Eq. 539.

WAT.

A persen who ailowed trees and underweod,
on his land to grew acroas a way -as held net
te vilfully ebatruct the way.- Wallcer v.
Horner, 1 Q. B. D. 4.

WILL

1. Under the direction in a will to paY tes-
tamentary expensea anxd debta, it was k4ld
that the coats of au administration suit vers
included.-Harl.e v. Harloe, L. R. 20 Eq.
471.

2. A married womsn having separate estate,
and having under hier marriage settlement a

po7e.ofappintient in the event of lier
ding in the lfetime of hier huisband, made a
wiil with the assent cf lier husband, vhorn
ahe snrvived, which diffsed cf ail lier prop-
erty which she then hie or thereafter ahould
have. The husband left his *ife ail lie prop-
erty. Aftèr lier husband's death, the wife
expressed lier adherence to the will, but did
net re-execute it. Held, that the wife's wiil
pasaed only lier sepsrat estate, and did net

eeuetepewer of appeintmnent, nor pasu
rertethqed from the husband.- W-81

'0kv. NobleL. R. 7 IL L 680 ; B. C. I& R.
8 Ch. 778; L. R. 2 P. & D. 276; 8 Amn. Law
Rev. 545.

Seo APPoINTMENT; DEVISE; ILLEQIribATu
CEILDREN ; LEuÂÀcy.

"Entertaininnt. "-Sec STATUTE,
"SU'vivor7&i."~eeDEVISE, 1.

"Usual and musomary~ Xining Clame."-Su
LEAsE, 3.

«"Wilftaly olatru. "-Bu WÂT.
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