
lution uanetioning the lo~u aii4 giving priority te the rnortïa~e 'fe ài ~b
tures was.valid, and -was a tzidicationa of teghîfh debontiu m'-hîIde
within the condition, and was Mniga i h eert.odrand.'li
therefore dismuissed thr. action, so fair as -the plitif' claimâd relief against the ,
mnortgagee,,with COUSt. 1

Ire Grey, Grey v. Stainford (1892), 3 Ch. 88, a testator, dorniciled in £ri..
land, devised real estate and bequeathed persoia estate totrustees upon trust ~
for his son for life, and, after bis son's death, for ail his son's children in eqnat
shares. The son had acquired a ciomicil ini a British colony, where by law the
tuarriage of parents legitimnated children previous!y born, andi he there married
a lady by whorn bu prèviously had a son. The question was whether this
son wvas entitled to take under the will. Stirling, J., decided thut the terni
"children " in the will meant legitiinate chilciren, but that the qucstion of who

are legitirnate was a question of stat determninable by the law of the domicil of
the parent, and therefore tLe son born prior to the rnarriage %vas entitled to take. 2

opr~;I 3tARs-cpr)iuTox'S ACTCNl'zf O Al>MINISTIER NIORTflACOR"{'S TATF-RËCEPT8 flY RE-
I~'~R-ùtIiT1P MORT A<i1I AS A(tAiN>1T RECI!l CR AtI3?l)AT INSTANci Or? CRBDITO".

OF MORTCAGORt,

In re Hoarc, JJOaYe v. Oweit f1892), 3 Ch- 94, the relative rights of a mortgagee
and a recuiver app&inted ut the instance of a creditor of the mortgagor in an

* administration action was discussed. lIn this case the rnortgage in question was
of certain shares in a joint stock comparxy; and was rnade lin 1886. The rnori-
gagee took no steps tao have hiniseif registered as owner of the shares until 189z.
The rnortgagor, however, died in 1889, having paid interest on the Mortgage

r debt down to April, 1888. In 188q a creditor's action~ for the administration of
*the niortgalyor's estate svas instituted, and a receiver appointeci, %vho received

frorn the company certain debentures in payrnent of arrears of dividencis due on
the mortgaged shares. In i 892 the mortgagee volued his security andi proved for
the balance of bis debt, and was afterwards registered as.transferee of the shares,
and lie now claimed that the debentures hancled to the receiver should be de-

* livered to hirn. But Stirling, J., was of opinion thât the debentures were not lin
custodi legis for bis benefit, but were assets lin the hands of the receiver for
administration, who for this purpose was in the saie position as an executor.
In this respect a receiver differs frotn a sequestrator.
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In Griffith y. Huighe (z892), 3 Ch. 105, a question arose as to the proper coln.
struction of the Trustee Art, z888, fx-om which the Ontario Act- S4 Vict., c. X9,
S. il, is topiecL That section providas that wibire >a truste comxiltsa brëaoh
of trust "eat the inst1gatiol r e, eo wlth.thë. &onsnt in writfàg of .bee

ftir~ h ~tMay. mia. 3n oer lmpotrndIi4 ti. 4sfia Mneeto i


