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{n sz unlimited banking company, considered
by the testator and the trustees to be perfectly’
sfe. The trustees held the shares two years
snd & quarter when the bank failed. R., one
of the trustees, was a minor at the death of the
testator, and attained majority nine months
pafore said failure, Held, that the trustees,
including R., should have sold said shaves
within a reasonable time, or one yesr from the
testator's death, and were ltable to make up

o the loss to the cestuis gue trusi.-.-Sculthorpe v.
Tipper, L. R. 18 Eq, 283,

8, A testator who was a tenant from year fo
yesr of an estate, desired his trustees to give
up the tenaney of the plalatiff if the isndlord
would accept him as o tenant ; if so accepted,
the plaintiff to have the farming stock. The
{estator's assete were Insufficient to pay legs-
cles if the plaintiff received said stock. The
trustess repiosented theso facts to the landlord,
and accordingly by sdvice of the trustees the
plelntiff was refused as a tenent unless he
should first convey certain other estates to the
trustees for payment of said legacies. The
plaintiff exccuted deeds accordingly. Held,
that sald deeds were obiained Ly o breach of
trust, end must be set aside; and that the
trustees must pay all costs, —EMis v. Barker,
L R. 7 Ch, 104,
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1. By stntate a devise to & person whose
wife attests the will is uulland void, Testatrix
devised to A, and A.'s wife was an attesting
witness, By » codicll, properly aitested, the
testabrix confirmed her will. Held, that the
devise to A. was rendered valid,~dnderson v.
Anderson, 1. R. 13 Eq, 881,

2. The plaintiff, who had beeu cognizant of &
previous suit contesting the validity of a will,
but compromised without his knowledge, wus
4eld not barred by the decree founded on said
compromise from bringicg suit of revocation of
probate.— Wytcherley v. Andrews, L, R. 2 P,
D, s2n.
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The Law and Practice of Infunctions ¢n
Equity and at the Common Law. By
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Haynes, Law Publishers, Bell Yard, Tem-
ple Bar, 1872. In two volumes, royal 8vo,
Price 70 shillings, cloth,

This work, considered cither as to its matter
or manner of exceution, is no ordinary work,
It is & complete and exhaustive treatiss,
both as to the law and the practice of grant-
ing injunctions, It must supersede all uther
works . Jhe subject. Of late years the reme-
dial power of granting inji ‘tions has been
very frequently and very widely exercised,
and now that its exercise is not restricted
to Courts of Equity, the members of both
branches of the profession are interested in
urderstanding it.

The author, after referring bricfly to the
well understoad definition of an injunction,
divides his work into four parts—the first
treating of injunctions to stay wrongful acts
of a special nature, not being proceedings in
other courts; the second, of injunctions to
stay proceedings in courts at law and other
cotirts; the third, the practice a3 to injunce
tions; and the fourth, injunctions at common
law.

The chapters in the first part (injunctions
to stay wrongful acts of a special natuve, not
being proceedings in other courts) are headed
real property (including leassholds), personsl
property, incidents of property (resl and per-
sonal), persons and reiating to persons, cor-
porations, quasi corporations, frisndly and
benefit gocietios, ecclesiastical matters, burial
grounds, companies (railway and other public
companies), jurisdiction, and injunclions gene-
rally.

The chapiers in the second part {injune-
tions to stay proceedings in courts of law and
other courts) are headed—jurisdiction, reay



