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See BILL OF LADINo; Cosuseios, 2, 3; DATe-
AGES, 1; RAILWAY, 2; SIIIP, 2.

NIXGOTIABLE INSTTIJMENTS-5ee BILSs AND NOTES.
Nr.w TRIAL-See SLANDER.

NEXT Or KIN.
1. A. legicy was given on trust for F., a

inarried weman, for lire, then to ber bnsband
for life, aud affer the death of the surviver,
for such persons Ilrelated by blood'" to F. as

she sbould appoint, aud, lu dufanît of' appoint-

ment, for those who would be -,the personal

representatives" of F. lu case she hadl died

sole and nnmarried. A codicil referred to the

above trusts as being for the benefit cf tihe

Ilrelations and next of km' -cf theetao'

daugbtur. F, died during the testator's lifé.

lU, that Ilpersonal repruseutahives " meut

@tattutory next cf kin.-In ru 0
rq

4
i's Trusts,

Law B.ep. 6 Eq. 589.
2. Personal property was setfled by a mar-

rîage setflemonit, after otber trustý,, in trust
for snch person or persons as at the wifes
death should bu ber next of kin "lunder sud

aecording te" the Stafute cf Distributions.
JIuld, that the next cf kin took as tenants iu

common, sud not asjuint-tenauts.-Is re Ruank-

ing'.r &tilennt Trusts, Law Rep. 6 Eq. 601.
Sec WILL, 6.

NOTICE-SCe COVrNANT, 1 ; ExECUTOR AND An-
TMINISTRATOlI, 2; HUSBAND AND WIFE, 2;
MASTE AND SERVANT; PRIORITY.

NOVATION-Sue SALE, 5.
NUIsANCE-Sec INTUNCTION, 1-3.
NULLITY Or MARRIoGE.

Impotence dees net render a marriage void,
but cnîy voidable, and the validity cf a mar-
riage caunot bu impemcbed ou that ground

after the deafli cf oue of the parties. There-
fore the rigbt cf a hnsband te administer bis

wife's estate cannot bu disputed on the ground
cf the nullity cf the marriage by reason cf bis
impotence-A. y. B., Law Rep. 1 P. & D. 559.

OFîrEnR.oee ESCAPE; STAMPS.
PARENT ANeD Cseîtn-SeC SDnuCTIOam.
PARLIAMENT-See LIBLL.

PAROt EVIDENCE-Sec AWAan, 1, 2 ; PERPE-
TIJITY, 1.

PARTIES-Sue COMP'ANY, 3; VENDOIL AN]) PUtR-
CInASrR OF REAL ESTATEI, 3.

PARTNERS CIP.

1. A court cf equity will net decree speciflic

performlance cf a coutract for partuersbip,
Where the plaintif!' bas a rumncdy at law, wbere
there are no legal difficulties in the way, wbich
tbe Court carî remove, aud arbere there bas
been ne0 part performance.-Scott v. Raymond,
Law Rep. 7 Eq. 112.

2. B. and IL. owned a newspaper in equal
shares. B. as8igned bis share ta W., wbo had]
the assignmeut registered under the Copyright
Act. W. knew it the time of the purchase that
there was a suit betiveen B. and FI. as to the
ownership of the newspaper, aud after the
purchase lie allowed B. and H. to carry on the
newspipcr as partners. IIeld (1)that W. could
only take B.'s share, subjuec to the equities
betwcen the partuers ; aud (2) that the regis-
tratiou was futile, as there was nothing anale-
gons to copyright in the name or a news-
pLepcr.-KeU1y v. Ifulton, Law Rep. 3 Ch. 703.

Sue TENANCY IN COMMiO'e, 1.

PENALTY-See BOND, 2; Bitosca.

PERPETIJITY.

1. Gift by will to a womarî for life, remainder
to ber children for lire, nud a gift over to the
grandbldren. IIcld, thaf evidence that at
the date of the will, the weman was past cbild-
bearing was nlot admissible t0 show that chu.-
dren, then living were meant, so as to make
valid the gift over, wbich cîberwise was roid
for remotenes-In ru ,Sayer's Tr'usis, Law
Rep. 6 Eq. 8 19.

2. A testator directed trustees te apply so
much as was necessary of the income of bis
residuary personal estate for the In.aintenance
of A., a lustic, aud te invest any surplus,
aud treat if a,, part of the testater's persoual
estate, whicb was given ovur affer A.'s death.
IPld, that under fthe Thelluson Act, the direc-
tion f0 invesf the surplus was void beycnd the
period of twenty-cne years, and that the tes-
tator's uuxt of kin were ent7tled te the accu-
muiations.-Motahews v. 1Keble, Law Rep. 3
Ch. 691.

PILOT-Se COLLISION, 1-3ý; Snir, 4.
P.LEADi)No-See COLLIsION, 5 ; EQIjiTi, PLEAOINO

AND PRACTICE; INDIOTM CNT, 2; MASTER

AND SERIVANT; MEaNE PROFITS, 2.

Pircnnn-See FACTOR; MASRAILINGOF ASSFTs.

POWER.
1. A., having poiver te appoint funds by

deed or by ber last will lu writing or an y
writing purporting te bc or beiug lu the
nature of ber st will, to be signed in the
pre'.ence of twe witnesses, died intestate, but
left in an envelope au unattested mem ;raudumn

signed by herseif' "for xny sou aud daughters.
Not baviug muade a will, I leave this mnemo-
randum, and hope my children will be guided
by it, though if is not a legal document. The
fuuds I wish divlded" iu a certain way. IIeluI,
that this memorandum sbowed no intention to
execute the power, aud that thurefore the


