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riot ci cctCd, but the site of themn was afterwards in 1887 coniveyed

by Oxby to Sage. The plaintifls were Sage's successors iii titie of
the bouses, and the defendant bis successors in titie of the adjoin-
ing plot of land. Thec plaintiffs claimed to rèstrain the defendants

(romn building on the adjoining land so as to obstruct the light to

the hou,;es as it existed at the date of the grant to Sage under which
tbcv clai med, but jnycc. ' 1 heid thlat they were flot cntitled to

,;ucceed. because it wvas iii the contemplation of Sage under wbomn
the plaintiffs claimed title at the time he took his deed, that tbe
adjoining land was to be buit upon, and therefore it was nlot a

case of derogating fromn the grant.

WILL -CSRUTO iIFLRIPTION OF LLL,,TE-' "IF

A ,zdcrson v. &r6 IQ<02 ' i Ch. 9.)(-, 1., an instance of a ms

description of a legatee iii a will, being cured by the Court of con-

struction. lIn this case the *testator bad bcqucatbcd a fund wpon

truýt for his so-, s «' ifc 1 .etitia "if slie should survive him. 'l bie

s~on (lied iii New /ealan(i. and biad writtcn to the testator fromi

tbence statitig tbat lie had ,narrie<l Ietitia L-iliari Cumberland. It

turncd out aftcr his dcath that thougli lcebad coliabited with lier

as bis wife, they wcre neyer iii fact marricd. Joyce, J. held, never-

theless. thiat Letitia Lilian C'urnberlar 1 was cntitled to the bequest,

andi that the words " my sonis wvifc " mighit be rejected. if tbev had

stood alone tbc rcsult as the learncd judge points out wouild have

beeni different, so also if the gift liad beeni conditional on the legatc

reemainin,. the widow of the testator's son.

TE NANT FOR LI FE -RioîAîsNIRMA.N-C A PT. OR IJCONfF. -FiNF. ON SU RESI0FR

(IF LEASF.

lit r-C lilh!okC i-,r v. Ihu/oke (1902) 1 Ch. 94 1, decidCs (Eady,

J.) the short point tliat as betwcen a tenant for life and remainider-

mnan a fine paid in pursuance of an, option contained in a Icase as

the consideration for- a tenant for life accepting a surrcnder thcof,

bclongs absolutcly to the tenant for lufe as a casual profit.

WILL-CONSTRUCTION G9FT 0; RESIDUE TO INDIVII)UAIS IN SIIARF.S-GIF.T OI

INCOME FOR NIAINTLNANCR OF Ati. -- RSTRD OR CONTINGHN17.

hzj te (Goss1,n,4 Goss/i v. l.ZlÛWk (1902) i Ch. 945, broughlt 11p
a question upon tlic construction of a will as to whethcir a share of

rcsiduc bequeathed to scvcral indivîhluals on their attaining twenty-

onle wvas vestcdj or contingent, onie of themn having dieci under


