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nainder to his children as he should appoint;
and, in default of apointment, to all his chil-
dren who should attain twenty-one or marry,
in equal shares.  Jld, that the voluntary set.
tlement was not void on the ground of cham-
perty ; that A's infant children could maintain
a bill, making A. and the trastees of the settle-
ment defendants, 1o set aside the conveyaunce to
B.— Dickinson v, Bwrrell, Law Rep. 1 Eq. 387.
Cuttorey, Custony of,—8ee InranT, 2,
Coprari.—See WiLL,

Coamnox Carnier.—See Carnrizn.
CoMpasy.

1. If a company is formed for working a
patented machine, it is not wulira vires to pur-
chase the patent.—Liefchidd’s Case, Law Rep,
1 Eq. 3L

2. The promoters of a railway company con-
tracted with a land-owner, o peer of Farliament,
to pay him £20,000 personally for his counte-
nance and support in obtaining their act, such
sum to be independent of the ordinary payment
for land and other usual compensation,  After
the passing of the act, angd formation oy the
company, the directors ratificd the contract.
A separate agreement. stipulated for the quan-
tity of land to be taken and the amount paid.
Heid, that the original contract and the ratifica-
tion by the directors were ultra vires of the
company, and could not be enforced against
them,—FEarl of Shrewsbury v. N. Stagfordshire
Ruileay Ca., Law Rep. 1 Eq. 593.

3. The deed of settlement of a bank declared
that no one should be a transferrer of a share,
unless approved by the dircetors, Held, that
the directors must use this power reasonably,
and would be controlied in cquity.—Robinson
v. Chartered Bank, Law Rep. 1 Eq. 82.

4. The power of making contracts in writing,
signed by their agents, conferred by 19 & 20
Vie. . 47, § 41, on companies registered there-
under, is & * right or privilege acquired under”
that act, and so is not affected by its repeal by
the 25 & 26 Vic. c. 89, which saves such rights
or privileges.~DPrinee v. Prince, Law Rep.
1 Ea. 490,

Sce Prizcrran aNp Ac

CoNFIDENTIAL RELATION.

I. It i= a principle of cquity. that one stand-
ing in a confidential relation toward others
cannot hold substaniial benefits which they
may have conferred on him, unless they had
competent and independent advice in conferring
them; and, in cases to which this principle
applies, the age and capacity of the party con-
ferring the benefit arve of little importance.—
Rhodes v. Bate, Jaw Rep. 1 Ch, 252,

9. A confideatial relation once established
will be presumed to continue, in the absence of
evidence to the contrary.—Rhodes v. Bate, Law
Rep. 1 Ch. 252,

3. A., o nephew of a former trustee of B,
being sent by his uncle to advize B.. who was
twenty-three years old and of extravagant
habits, on the settlement of his debts, and to
advance him money for that purpose, oftered
to give him £7,000 for his estate, under which
there were coal mines. Pending the negotia-
tions, in which a separatc solicitor was em.
ployed for B., A. obtained from C., a mining
engineer, a valuation of the minerals under the
estate at £10,000, which he did not counmuni-
cate to B.; nor did he suggest to B, to consuly
a mineral surveyor. B oaceeptid Al's offer,
and died before conveyance., ffdd, ine bill by
B.’s administrator that A’s purchase could no
be sustained.—Zute v. Williwnson, Law Rep.
1 Eq »28.

Coarricr or Laws.

1. An LEnglish testator devised and bequeath.
ed real and personal estate t. AL, for life, with
remainder, as to the perenalty 1o her children;
and, as to the realty. to her first and other
sons, lawfully begotten. A., having married in
1830 in England, obtained in Seotland a deeree
of divorce a vincudo on the ground of her hus
band’s adultery; he having been induced wi h
her connivance to go to Scotland, to bring her-
solf within the jurisdiction of the Scoteh conrts.
A. afterwards married in Scotland, and had two
daughters and a son, all born in Scotland
during her first husband’s lifetime.  Jleld, on
petition, that these children were not entitled
to either real or persosal property under the
will.— Wilson's Trusts, Law Rep 1 Xq. 247,

2. By a settlement in the Scoteh 1o on the
marriage of his danghter with a Scotehman,
A, an Englishman, covenanted to pay £4,000
for the benefit of his daughter, her husband.
and their younger children.  The £4,000 was
not paid; but, by will made after the daughter’s
death, A. gave £16,0¢0 between the younger
children.  Zldd, that the English doctrine of
presamption against donble portions was appli-
cable, and (hat the will operated as a satisfac-
tion of the settlement —Cuiple’l v, Campbeli.
Law Rep. 1 Eq. 385,

3. A testator, domiciled in Eangland, and
having real and personal cstate both in England
and Holland, gave by will to trustees ali hie
property heve and abroad. A deeree was made
in England for the administration of the estate.
Afterwards, a child of the testator commenced
proceedings in Holland for the administration



