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DIGESIT OF ENGLISIi LAW REPORTS.

court couid not give il vaiidity as an appoint-
mant.-Garth v. Townsend, Lawe Rap. 7 Eq. 220.

.2. 13y a, uarriaga settiemant, a fond wsec
settiod on sach trusts as the seife cliooid by
will appoint, snd, ini defa.uit of appointaient,
in trust for such persons as shouid, at the
death of tha survivor cf the husband and seife,
be the next cf kmn cf tLe wifo. By ler seul,
purporting te exorcisa the power, the seifa
gava ail lier proparty to bier exeduters theroin
narred, and gava Saverai legacies which did
net eothaust the fond. Shelded in ber bas-
barnd's lifotima. l, that the fond secs by
the appointaient ail convertod int the seifa's
generiil personal estate, and that tho Surplus,

after paying iegicies, baionged te bier bus-
band and flot te thoso entitiad ondor tLe saIlle-
nment in dlefauit of appoinûment.-Briccendcn
v. TVlliams, Law Rep. 7 Eq. 810.

8. A. devised bis estato te B. for life, with-
out impeachmrent of waste, and then te B,?s
issue, and in default of issue cvr. The sll

gava B., or arjy porson in possession under the

linmitations of the wiii, power te seork or 10
leasa the mines. B. secs to pqy over te trus-
tees tisa rents and profits of the minas, and
aLtO thein B. secs te boy, seith the cotiseut of
the trustes-,, ether astates, of sehich shc wsec
to rendraû thc rouIs dnning lier hîfo. W1hiie in
possession, B. muade a lease for sixty years.

l, thet the icase secs net searranted by the
poseer, for tbat on the wlhola wli il appecred
that A, intended te restrict B3. to akn a
leace for ber iife eniy. - Vivicin v. .hgon, Lawe
Rep. 8 Il. L 285.

4. A seul~ement contcined, amoeg othar
things, a poiver for B., in casa of tha death
of bis first seife andi bis însrrying again, te
charge the Otales witb portions for the
yourgcr children of bis second marriaga, the
amounits te be, greator or less, according ta the
nuier of cildran of tha first marniaga. The
deed providcd bLdt if thc brothers of JB. sbouid
respectively, coma iet possession of tLe estate,
Ilaitser befora or after thair marriage, sith
any wowan or seemen," tbey might charge
the estate witb Il te like SoI or suins of
money for the portion or portions of their
cOuld or chuldren (ot0cr bhani an eidast son),
as B. is entitied te do before or after bis mar-
riaga xvith any seeman or- somnon after the
deatO of bis first wife." Illd (Lord CRAN-
WORTHI, duitante), that tbis secs an absolute
poer wlihb, wiîh refèrence te a youniger
brother of B. succeeding te the estata, wsec

net subject te the restrictions and contingen-

cies which appiied to B.-Earl of IIsiringlon

Y. Ooonte83 (Do Rager) of Ilerringlon,) Law
Rap. 3 Il. L. 21M.

,See CONvERSION ;ELECTION, I ; IITJSEAND
ANIS WIFE, 4; MORTGAQE, 3.

PRAcTICE-See CosTs; EQuiJTT PLEADINQ ANDS

PRACTiCE; 1,TERnOGATORIrS.

PRESCRipT.ioN.

The owner of a saveral fishcry i a navi-

gable and tidal river ciaimied a right t0 use

stop-nets to catch fish. The nets had been in
use for forty-flve years Up to 1862; there was

ne evidence of previous user, no was thore

any eVidenCe to the COntrary. Ldthat the

user for forty-five years did nlot raise a con-

clusive presumption of law that the nets had

been used frotta tinte immemoria.-Jlolford v.

George, Law Rep. 8 Q. B. 639.
8ee LANDLOR!) AN!) TENANT, 4; Liooîv; NAVI1-

GARLE WATERS.

PotESoîrTION.
Ily an iMonture datod 1598, a fiarr ias

demised for 1,000 years, with a covenant by

the lessor to convay the fee to tbe lessas witbjn
liye yeqrs if required. The fart wnassqigned

as leasebold in 1777, sioco whieh timoe it Lad
been three tines deviced as frerliold, and on

the court rolis of the manor, of wbicb the
fartsa fornied part, the innd was cailed frea-

hoid. IIrld (revorsing the d'eciion of the

Master of the RoAS), that the fainu renmined

leasehoid as bctweeni the Loir atid adniinistra-
ter of an intestate owner.-PIickett v. PackI!am,
Law Rep. 4 Ch. 190.

~See PIZLoClIPrION; WILL, 8.

PIIINCIPAL AND) i&ENT-See BILLS AND NOTES,
2;FACTOR; SALE, 1.

PRINCIPAL AN!) SUJRRE.e
1. A surety on a bond to sacure a dobt was

secured by another bond of indenînity against
ail soins hae miglit ba called on to pay as such
SuretY. Tbis second bond was Pifven by oe
A., wlîe bcd diad, baving by will devised cer-
tain preperty specitlcally on trust to psy tLe
debt. The creditor having applied t0 tLe sorety,
the snrety bcd reconrse to A.'s executors, wbo
said that they bcd ne fonds, and seere unabia,
undar thc will, ta raise rnoney by sale of A.'s
estata -witbeut a decrea of the court. lsld,
tbat thougli the surety bad paifi nothing, yet
Lie cooid iaintain a bill against the exocutors
for administration, potyment of the debt, and
indamnity; and aise Ihat the bill need net
be ied on bebsif of ail the creditors of A.-
WJýooldridge v. Norui8, Law 1iep. 6 Eq. 410,

2. A third pcrty joinefi in a mortgage as
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