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underwriting basinees. -Ex parte Tennant.
In re Howard, 6 Chi. D. 303.

PATENT.
In 1865, a patent for skates was granted

in England. Two years before, a foreigu
book, giving a general description of the
invention, was sent to tlie library of tlie
Patent Office. A few weeks before tlie grant-
ing of tlie patent, another foreigu book, con-
taining a Jrawing of the invention, was sent
to the library. The book was not catalogued,
but was iu a room open to tlie public, wliere
a librarian testified that lie once noticcd it
l)efore tlie date of the patent. Held, not
to be prior publication. -Pliimptoi& v. Spiller,
6 Cli. D. 412.

PERSONÂL COVENANT.-See COVENANT, 1.

PLEADINO AND PRACTICE.-See HUSBAND AND
WIFE, 2; INFANT; MORTGAGE, 1.

POSSESSION. -See SPEcIFIC PERFORMANCE, 2.
PO'VER.-See WILL, 5.
IPRACTICE.- See PLEADING ANI> PRACrîCE.

PRESUMPTION.
A respectable farmer anil durci eider

courted a yoting lady for some years,
and tliey were finally, in 1850, married,
while she, to his knowledge, was in an ad-
vanced stage of pregnancy. Seveni weeks
afterwards, she was delivered of a daugliter.
Thle inatter was kept secret, and the C)clild
remnoved to another part of the country,
where tlie liusband supported lier till she
becaine able to support lierself. In 1875,
tlie girl claimed to be lis daugliter ; ahid lie
brougirt this action to liave it declared slie
was itot. Botli liusband and wife swore to
that effect ; and the wîfe told two different
stories to account for lier pregnancy. Held,
tliat the presuinption of paternity against
tlie husband was, under tlie circumstances,
almost irresistible, and that the burden was
on him to show affirmatively tlie contrary,
anîd this lie liad failed to do. -Gardner v.
Gardner, 2 App. Cau. 723.

PRIVITY. -See TELEORAPI.

PROBATE.
When an action was brouglit for sale or

partition of estates by a plaintiff, who
clajiued under au alleged will fraudulently
suppressed by tlie defendant, and for the
production of the will and directions as to
pr>abate of it, and tlie defendant denied
kuowledge of tic will, held, tliat the will
muist first be proved, and, thougli tlie judge
in dliancory iad jurisdiction to grant pro-
bate, it would not be discreet to do an, and
the matter must lie referred to the Probate

*,Di vision. -Pin ney v. Hunf, 6 Ch. D. 98.
See TRUST.

PROFITS. -See PÂBTNER5HIP; SPEcIFIc PER-
FORMANCE, 1.

PRomissoRT NOTES§.-S»E HUBBAND AND WIFE,
2.

PROOF.- See BANKRUPTCY, 3.

PRoviso. -See COVENANT, 1, 2.

REALTY AND PERSONALTY.
A sale of real estate, one-eighth of which

was owned by Mrs. Q., a married womau
was ordered by the Court in a suit for parti -
tion. The owner of the other shares offered
to buy the one-eighth ;and the court ordered
him to pay into court* the price theref or.
This he did; but before a conveyance was
made, Mrs. Q. died. Q., the husband, took
out administration. Held, that, by the
Partition Act, i868, § 8, the £1,200 must be
considered as realty, and go to, the heir sub-
ject to the husband's rights by the curtesy.
-Mildmay v. Quicke, 6 Cli. D. 553.

See BEQUEST; ELECTION ;TRUST.
RESIDUARY LEGATEE.-Sée WILL, 4.
REVERSION.

Case wliere the Court of Equity refused to
set aside the sale of a reversion by a young
mat as soon as lie becaîne of agre, on the
grouud of inadequacy of price, and the fact
that lie liad no separate legai adviser in the
transaction. Powers and practice of the
court in this regard considered. -O'Rork-,.
v. Bolingbroke, 2 A p. Cas. 814.

See TENANT FOR LiFE, 2.
SALE-See REVERSION; STOPPAGE iN TPANSITU.

SEISIN.
In 1864, R. died intestate, hein g esed in

fee of freehld houses. A., lis soeheireas-
at-law, did not enter into possession; but
R. 's widow, under colour of a pretended will,
unlawfully entered, ami remained iu posses -
sion tili 1869, when slie died, havîng devised
the estates to the defendants, who entered,
aild remaiued from that time in possession.
A. died iu 1871, and by wiil dated in 1870
devised to plaintiff " ail real estate (if any)
of whicli 1 may die seised." IIeld, that
the seisini in law whicli A. had during hier
life was lost at lier deatli, and, as the will
must be construed according to tlie teclini-
cal sense of the word " seisin," tlie plaintiff
xvas flot entitled.-Leach v. Jay, 6 Cli. D.
496.

SEPARATE ESTATE.-SOe HUSBAND AND WIFE,
2; SETTLEMENT, 2.

SETTLEMENT.
1. By a settiement made between a widow,

lier intended second husband, and a trus-
tee for lier chidren by lier former marriage,
entered into in contemplation of lier mar-
niage, tlie widow covenanted to surrender a
certain copyliold messuage to tlie said trus-
tee, to hold for lier benefit during lier life,
and at her deatli for the said children; and
the intended liusband consented tliereto. No
surrender was, liowever, made; and, on lier
death, slie devised the messuage. Held,
tliat tlie chiîdren by the former marriage
could enforce the covenant--Oale v. Gale,
6 Cli. D. 144.

2. C. contracted for the purchase of a flax-
spinuing miii, and then made a partnership
witli one R. ; and tliey carried on the busi-
ness as partners. C. also carried on a like
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