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the o'se of the word " property," as above, supplied the omission
of the words of limitation, and had the effect of giving to each of
the devisees ail the property which the testator had ini the lands
devised; but the Judicial Committee of the Privy Council (Lords
Watson, Macriaghten, and Morris, and Sir R. Couch> affirmed
the judgment of the Supreme Court of New South Wales, holding
that the devisees only took a life estate, and that the words
14estate " or " property," or any equivalent expression, cannot
have the effect of supplying the omission of words of limitation in
wills goverried by the law, as it stood prior to the Wills Act,
unless they occur in the operative part of the devise, and wheti
they are used in other parts of the will by way of refe.ence, as in
the present case, they cannot have that effect.

Acr 0F flA? K 1;U 'TCY.

The Adininistratur-General v. Las.-elles, (1894) A.C. 135, mnay be
referred to briefly for the reasen that the Judicial Committee
(Lords Watson, Hlobh9use, and Macnaght2n, and Sir R. Couch)
have decided that an assigriment of the whole of a d2btor's prop-
erty in consideration of a conteznporaneous advance and promnise
of further assistance "in order to enable the debtor to carry on
the business, and in the reasonable belief that he would thereby
Le enabled to do so," is ncot an act of bankruptcv.

MORTUGçoR AND) MORI<GA;El-SALF H%. MO';GATMiRK% loj:s SLLe .10 iii.

-SELF-SALE, 1'OWER OF-INVA1.1li EXENISaE (IF OE.

Henîderson %,. Astwood, (1894) A.C. i50, %vas an action for
redemption of niortgaged' property. rie niortgage containud a
power of sale under which the rnortgagee had put the propet 'N,
up for sale by' auction, and a son-in-law% of the mnortgagee was the
highest bidder, and the property wvas kiocked down to himn ; but
though ostensibly the purchaser, hew ~as, in rta lity, acting for thi
îniortgagee. No nmoiey passed, but the iiiurtgagee conveyed the
property to bis son-in-.iw, and took back a Nvritten agreenment
froin himi ta reconvey when called on. Thereafter the mnortgagee
Nverit inhk possession as owner. and made valuable permanent
mtprovernents, ani su bsequently si-ld the property to tlie appel-

lant Henderson. The inortgagoý,crs coititie( tfiat the first sale
under thec powcr was frauclulen t auJ void, but that it v\haustud
tbe power, and the subsequent sale to 11endersoii was invalid as
a sale tijder the power, and claiîned a right to redecin the prop-


