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WILL--LEGAcy-" DoumETc sMAvuT "-MALE NuB5E--TEm-

1: i PORARY SUSPENSION< OP SERVICB.

t'- I In re Lawsov, Wardtei, v. Bringioe (1914) 1 Ch. 682. Ia this
case the meaning cf "domestie servant " was under consideration.
By a will a testator who died ini April, 1912, bequeathed to euch of
his "domnestie servants" who should have been in bis service

J two years prior to bis decease, the amount of one year's wages.
One of the clainiants was a miale nurbe who was engaged in 1907
by the receiver in lunacy of the teqtator's estae, as an assistant
attendant on the testator at a weekly wage af one guinea. He
did not sleep, in the house but took some of bis meais there.
From Novembher, 1910, until the testator'à death he was engaged
for night duty at £2, 2s., a week, but was absent on a holiday froni

1jJune 26 to Otober 23, 1911(,during which tmehe received no wages
but it was understood that be should, and he did return to the
testator's service. 'The question was whether he came under the
category of "domestic servants" and .- j, L., -I.d thnt be did.
The termn "domnestic" he held to be equivalent to "household"
and that although, to fulfil the requirements of the wil!, it was
necessary for the service to he continuous for the period narned,
that did not involve service from day to day and the suspension
of service with the consent of the master did not disentitie the
claimant to the Iegacv.

COMPASY-' CLS! DEED TO SECLRE DEBIENTURES-IINUMERA-
TION 0F TRUSTEES-APPOINTUENT OF RE'EI VEII.

j F In re Lock-e, Wigan v. 7'he Cûrnpany (1914) 1 Ch. 687. By a
I t trust deed to sedure debentures of a limited cornpany there was a

primary trust to pay the cos and expenses in the execution of the
trust includmng the tru8tees' remuneration which by the deed was

4 ~fixed at £105 per annum. In 1911 an action ivas commenced to
carry the trusts into execution and a receiver was appointed on
July 14, 1911. The remuneration of the trustee had heen paid
to Jan. 1, 1911. The trustee claimed to be paid his remuneration

down to the close of the proceedings in the action out of the Pro-
ceeds of the sale in priority to the debenture holders, but Eve, J.,
held that, he was only entîtled to remuneration domm to the ap-
pointnient of the receiver; but inu3much as he had flot rendered
any appreciable se,.'ice since that date, he was fot entitled to
any furthcr remune~ration.


