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to the proviso hereinafter mentioned, in case
my said son J. should leave a widow.” He
then devised separate lands to his sons G. and
R., in terms precigely similar muiatis muiandis,
and subject to the same proviso, which was asg
follows : ¢ Provided that, in case any or either
of my sous shall depart this life leaving a
widow, then I give the premises so specifically
devised to such one or more of them so dying
uoto his widow” for life. Meld (Byues, J.
dissenting) that the widows were entitled to a
life-interest in the estates accruing to their
husbands upon the death of ome of the sons,
as well as in the estates directly devised to
them.— Melsom v. Giles, L. R. b C. P. 614,

6. Property was given by will upon trust to
pay the income to B. for life, remainder to the
eldest son of S, for life, remainder to E, for
life, and after the decease of the survivor of
S., his eldest son, and E., to transfer the same
to all the children of 8., and the child or
ehildren of such of the children of S. as shall
then be dead; butin case there shall be no
child or grandchild of S, then living, then to
pay the same to the children of E. At the
death of the testator 8. had no child, bat
afterwards had four children. Held, that the
children of 5. were a class to be ascertained
‘on the failure of the tenauts for life, and that ]
the gift to them was therefore void for remote-
ness.—Stuart v. Cockerell, L. R. 5 Ch, 713,

7. Testator gave all his estate, real and
personal (subject to a life-estate in his wife),
to M., her heirs, executors, &c., absolutely, if
she should be living at the time of the death
of his wife; but in case M. should die during
the lifetime of his wife without leaving lawfal
igsue her surviving, then over. M. died in the
lifetime of the wife, leaving issue who survived
her. Held, that M. took an absolute estate, with
an executory gift over in the event of her dying
without issue, and that her children were enti-
tled,— Finch v. Lane, L. R. 10 Eq. 501,
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We welcome this publication with no ordi-
nary pleasure. It is of much promise, and
the articles carefully selected and well written.

The prospectus, referring to the work, says,
that “the editing committee have imposed
upon themselves the task of combating, with-
out hesitation, the errors and chief faults
which present themselves in legislation or
jurisprudence ;” and it was, we understand,
with especial reference to various unsatisfac-
tory features in the conduct of business by
their own judiciary that this Review was first
thought of. Among its contributors, and
those who have promised their support, we
notice the names of the best men at the bar
in Lower Canada.

It is a difficult and invidious task for indi-
vidual members of the bar to call to account
persons holding judieial positions with whom
they are daily thrown in contact, nor is it
pleasant to feel that a Judge who has the
decision of your case-in his bands, above
suspicion of any ill feeling though he may be,
may perhaps still be smarting under a severe
criticism of his law, or remarks on his want
of attention or industry.

So far as Upper Canada is concerned
there has never been anything of this kind;
but the Bench of the Lower Province bas
never, we think we may safely say, equalled
ours either in industry, mental force, dignity,
or general eminence. We have never felt any
pressing need of sharp criticism on the con-
duct of our Judges. Some of them, of course,
have been more dignified, learned or talented
than others; but all, to the best of their
ability with more or less laborious research,
have, with most commendable diligence, en-
endeavoured to discharge their duties faithfully
to the public, and have done so with eredit to
themselves and to their profession, ever keep-
ing in view the high honour and dignity of
their office.

It is reported that all this cannot be said
of their brethren to the east of us, though
nothing is farther from our thoughts than to
insinuate aught against them as being any-
thing but honorable and upright Judges. 1t



