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apply the whole or any part off this legacy to», rds the nmainten-
ance anid education off the legatee. The testatrix by lier will,
hoNwever, made other provisions for the mainteniance and edu-
cation off the legatee, and bequeathed to lier ail the money stand-
ing t-o the credit of lier current or deposit account, and aiso
devised to lier a ffreehold hiouse. The legatee was thirteen years
off age. Warrington, J., held that as the testatrix had made
provision for the inaintenance and educatien off the legatee out
of other funds, the £900 legacy would only bear interest frein
the tinie when the legatee would attain twenty-one.

PRACTIc.E-DiscovERY AS BETWEEN CO-DEFENDA.NTSý.

Birchal v. Bireh (191,q) 2 Cht. 375. This. was an action by
plaintiff, as assignee of the defendant Jackson, to recover fromi
the defendants Bircli & Co., c~ommission alieged. to be duc by
them, te Jackson. The defendants, Birch & Co.. by their de-
fence alleged that the plaintiff had nlo right at kill, inasînucli as
they lîad a laim. against Jackson for darnages for inisrepre-
sentation, w'hich they were entitled to set ofr againet any dlaim by
Iiii for commission. No counterclaim was fl]ed. Bircli & Co.
applied for an order to examine Jackson for diseovery which
wvas refused by Warrington, J., and his order was affirmned by
the -Court of Appeal (Cozens-Hardy, M.R., -and Kennedy, and
Eadly, L.JJ.), Eady, L.J.. dissenting.

ADMINISTRAvION-REVOo'TION 0F OR.%'-T--SIUPP«SED INTESTACY

-SUBSEQIJ7ENT DISCOVERY OP WILL-S.,LE BY ADMINISTRATRIX

0F OADI"LDT F PURCIIASER 'S TITLF.

HIeisü) v. >Shdlcy (1913) 2 Ch. :384. In tis ense the facts
w'ere thiat a grant off administration was made te a dcceased-per-
son's estate, on the supposition off intestacy, and the admninis-
tratrix, his widow, sold the land off the deewased. One-third off
the xîet proceeds was invested te provide dower for the widlow off
the deceased and the residue w-ai divided between the co-heir-
esses. After the sale, the widow died, and among her papers a
will off ber husband wvas discovered whieh had sHipped out uf
sight. The parties entitled to the real estate under the wvîl1
brought the present action te recover Possessien Off the land frein
the purehasers-, and Astbury, J., held that they were entitled te
succeed, the sale net having heen made for any purpose whieli
the executors off the will would have been obiiged to elld.


