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dissemination of anti-Christian principles amongst its people we
are learning to-day by a painful exper* -nce.

TRUSTEE IN DEFAULT-SEr-OFF OR RETAIN ER-BEN EF1 CIAL IN-

TEREST 0F DEFAVLTING TRUSTEE IN TRUST ESTATE.

i"n re Dacre, Wlhilaker v. Dacre (191,5) 2 Clh. 480. Under the
will of one Womack, Henry Dacre was appointed a trustee, by the
wnill et legacy was bequeathed to Alice Dacre; she died, and
Henrv Dacre became entitled to the legacy. He died, and his
executors, who were also administrators uith the will annexed
of Alice D2,cre's estate, were now entitled to the legacy. On
the deatb of Henry Dacre it v.as found that he had received
£1,5W0 of the Womack eFtate, which he hacl paid into bis private
bank account, and had misappropriated ali of it but £215 5s. 9d.,
which at bis death remnained to the credit of his account, anid
which had neyer fi.ilen to a lo-wer figure. The present action
was for the administration of Henry Dacre's estate. The sur-
xiving trustee of Woinack's estate claime(l to l)e entitled to the
£215 5s. 9d. as part of the Womnack trust estate, and this dlaim
was coflCeded by t.ie exerutors of Henry Darc's estate. He
also claimed to set ,>ff or retain as against Henr, nivre's defalca-
tion the amouint of the legacy to Alice Dacre to wluch the estate
of Henry Dacre was now beîieficially entitled. This wis resiâtcd
hv the administrators Nwith the wvill annexcd of Alice Dacre's
estate, who were also, Henry Dacre',- exeutors, but Sargant, J.,
heli that the truste.- of the Womack estate was vntitled to retain
pro tanio the legacy to Alice Dacre as claimed, and it was imma-
terial that the tîtie of Henry Dacre', estate to that legacy ivas
derivative.

BRIDGE ACROSS CANAL-STATUTORY DUTY TI) KERI' BRIDGE IN

REPAIR-STN-DA&RD 0F REPAIR.

Sharpness RAD and G7. a. à B. .Vavigatioii Co. v. Attorney-
(;cneral (1915) A.C. 654. In this case the House of Lords ha,-
l)Cen unable to agree with the Court of Appeal. The defendants
in thv action xwere empowcered by statute to construct a canal
arross a Lighway, and werc required to miake a bridge across the
canal in accordance with the requirenivents of certain commis-
sioners, which bridge the defe.idanits were requîred by statute
from timne to time to sulpport, maintain and keep) in sufficient
repair. The bridge was erccted in 1812, in accordance with the
requirements of the commissioners; having regard to the present
nerds of the district, this bridge had beroine imadequate, and


