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and that, at the time of the second assign-
ment, they exceeded bis assets by £lO,726. A
creditor, whose debt wau contractedl after the
ifirst but before tht second assignaient, filed a
bill for a deciaration that bothi said assig-n-
nients were void. No creditor was before the
court whose debt was contracteti hpfore the
first w3signmuent. Held, that both sajd as-
signments were fraudulent against the plain-
tiff and other creditors, and void-Taylor v.
Coemit, 1 Ch. D. 636.

VOYAGE-Se INSUItANCE, 2.

WAGER.
The plaintifi agreed' with A. that; if hie

should pr-ove the curvature or convexity to
and fro of thse surface of any canal, river, or
lake, by actuial. ineasuireinent and demonstra-
tion to the satisfaction of V%., then A. was to
receive the Sans wvhich the plaintiff and A.
had deposited with W. to abide the Issue.
W. decided in favor of A. ;and the plaintiff
objected to4s'is decision, and demanded back
bis deposit. By statute, rio suit shall be
brouglit to recover any suma of money alleged
to be wvon upon any wager, or which shall
bave been deposited in the hands of any per-
son to abide the event of any wager. Held,
tbat said agreement was a wager, aud tbat the
plaintiff 'kas entitled to recover baek bis de-

UstfmW.-Hampden v. Walsh, 1 Q. B.

WAI VER. -Se, LEAsE, 1.
WARRANTY.-See DAmAGF-S; INSUJRANCE, 4.

WÂY.
A road to, a farmt bouse, farm-lands, gnd a

piece of wondlaud, liad been used imrnemori-
a]ly for agricultural purposes. About thirty
years before the filiug of the bill in tbis case,
a wing was added to the farm-house and a uew
stable built, and tbe materials togetiter with
sand and g-ravel were carted over said road ;
and a few years later the farm-bouse wus al-
tered from a dlay teneineut into a brick cot-
tage, and the materials carted over tbe road;
the road was also used by persons baviug tbe
rigbt of shooting ou the fami. The tenant of
part of said fsmni-lands prepared to build a
house on bis laud. snd a bill was filed prayiug
an injunction. Hdld, tisat the tenant had no
rigbt of way for cartiug matterials for the pro-
posed new house. - Wimbleton and Putney
Comm ena Con.servators v. Di.ron, 1 Ch. D. 362.

WILL.
1. Certain alterations in a will bore date

prior to the date of tbe will. Heïd, that, iu
the absenice of fnrtber evideuce, tbe altera-
tions must be presumepd to have been inade
after the date of, the will, and inust be reject.
ed.-Is the Goeds of Adamson, L. R. 3 P. sud
D. 253.

2. A testator wrote bis wvill ini his owni band-
writi:ng,, andi contluded it with the words,
IlSigned, publislied, anti declared by the said
Tbonias Pearu, the testator, as sud for his
st will sud testament, ini tbe presence of

us," &c. The tstator lu the preseuce of two
witnesses, said that bie wrote said clause sud
the whole will, and the wstnesses signed the

will. There was no signature ta the will
other than that in said attestation-clause.
Held, that the will was duly executed.-In
thse Gtoodb o] Pcarn, 1 P. D. 70.

3. A testator directed bis residuary real
estate to be sold, and the proceeds divided
among twelve pertons. The testator made a
codicil, directiug that certain real estate pur-
cbased after the date of the will should be dise
posed of as directed by the will as to said me,
siduary estate. Titis codicil was attested by
A. aud B., two of said residuamy devisees,
after tbe passage of the Wills Act, which
inade void devises to attestîug wituesses to
wills. Subsequenilv the testator made a sec-
ond codicil, wbich lie described as a codicil ta
bis last will, but wbich made no reference ta
the first codicil. Held, that the second cod-
icil did not operate as a re-execution of the
first codicil, and that consequently the two-
twelfths of thse real estate which would have
gone to A. and B. under the first codicil, if it
bad been properly attested, fell into the resi-
due, and must be divided between said twelve
residuary devisees.-Burtom v. Newbenj, 1 Ch
D. 234.

4. A will contained a devise of lands ta
"Elizabeth Ely, hier beirs anti assigna for
ever." Throtigh the words, "Ely, bier heirs
and assigns for ever," a line had been dmawn
as if by a peu, and above the erased words was
written the word "Elv." Hetd, tbat there
was a revocation of a clause within 29 Car. 2
c. 3, sect. 6 ; and that the devise was ot' an
estate for life only. -S-inton, v. Bailey, 1 Ex.

D.110.
Sec CONDITION, 1 ; CHIARITABLE BEQuIsST;

DEvisE; ELECTION, 1 ; EXECUTORS ANeD
ADMiîNqssrATÂoInS; ILLEGInMATE CIIIL-
DREN ; LEGAcy ; MAILSIIALLING AssErs.

WOans.
"BuUdilg. "-SUe COVENANT.

"COMPeSitio&. "-Sec BANKRUPTCY, 9.
"Dicelling-Place or Sýhop. "-Sec DwELLiISG-

PLACE-
" Let. "-Sce 1,EASE.
'l lfainteibaace a7nd Support.-Sec TRUST.
"Pzrishiot'r. "-Sec PARisU toNER.
"«Suffering. "-SeeGAN.

REVIEWS.

LEADINXG CASES IN CONSTITUTIONAL LÂw.
By Ernest C. Thomas, Bacon Scholar
of Gray's Inn ; late Scholar of
Trîity College, Oxford. London :
Stevens & Haynes, Bell-yard, Temple
Bar. 1876.

This is a neat littie -valume of about
one hundred pages, fouittiet apparently
on the success of Indermalir's Epitome of
Leading Cases at Common Law and
Equiýy. We can fancy, tnwvever, thatit
has been mucli more difficuit to compile,

November, 1876.] CANADA LAW JOUBNAL. [VOL XII., 14.8.-317


