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DIGEST OF TIIE ENGLIsE LAW REPORTS.

DISTPIESS .- See.RIENT.

EASEMEN. -See GRANT, 2.

EJECTlENT. -Sec LEASE.

EMINENT )OlMAiN,.-Sec DAMAGES, 1.

ENTRY.-Sec LEASE.

EQUTY.S6CINtYNTiO ;SPECIFTC PERFORM-
ANCE ; VOLUNTARYSETE N.

ESCccow.

Delivery of a deed bo the solicitor of a
grantee does flot neCt-ssarily coavert the in-
strument front an escrofs' to a deed.-iWat-
kins v. Na8h, L. R. 20 Eq. 262.

ESTATE-TAIL.

Four cbildren were entitled to joint-estates
for life, remainder to theni and a fiftb child
in tail, with cross-remaindeîs ii) tail between
theui. A., one of the four childrvîî, executed
a disentailing tleed of bis estates-tail. Tbei
fifth child subsequently died without issue.
Held, titat A's fifth share, together with
bis fourtb sbare in the share of the cbild wbo
died, wvere effectually diseiîtailed.-Tit.fnill
v. Borreil, L. R. 20 Ëq. 194.

ESTOPEL.-See CHAIITEE-PA1tTY, 1.

ExECUTORS AND ADNIINîaTRAT'ORS.- SeC SET-
OFF.

FR.kUD.-ScC BILL 0F LADING.

FRAt'DS, STATUTE 0F.

The plaintiff entered into an agreement
with the defendant, dated Oct. 4, 1871, to let
the defendant a public-bouse at £160 per an-
num ; the defendant to bave the rigbt to re-
quire a twenty-eight-years' lase at a rent of
£100, upon paymnut of £1,200 ;and in case
the tenant shonld, after tbe granting of the
lease, seli the businesis for a larger sumn tbau
£1,200, the excess was to bie divided between
tbe plaintiff aîîd defendant. It was subse-
quently verbally agraed that £800 only sbould
be paid oit the grauting of tbe lease ; that
tbe terni should he tbirty-two years, and tbe
rent £105 ; and that several covenants, bur-
densoine to the defendant, sbould be oinitted.
A lase witb tltese variations froîn the ag-ree-
ment was signed April 4, 1873. Tbe defend-
ant sold tbe lease f or £2,5t[0, anti refusad to
share the surpluis over £1,200. Tbe jury
found that tbere was no abandouimetit of tbe
written agreemuent, except s0 far as it was
varied by tbe written lease. IIid, tltat tbe
lase p ut an end to tbe wvritten agreaement;
and that if it waa the intention of the parties
to retain theàagreenient concerning the divi-
sion of the bonus, it was nol. iu writing s0 as
to satisfy the statute of frauds. QuK.e. mite-
tber, if there liad been auytbing iii writing
showing, tbat tbe lease was a mere substitution
for the agreem-ent, tbe action might not bave
been niaintaiined.-Satderson v. (7'raves, L.R.
10 Ex. cq 35.

GOOD WI.L-See LEASE, 1.

GRANT'.
1. R., a tenant for life of a bouse, ieased it

to A. for teit years, e.xlitring Nov. 13, 1864 ;
anti again to B. for a terin axpiring Nov. 13,
1874. Oit Nov. 10, 1864, R., by deed,
.'granited, deîtised, aud leased to B., bis ex-
acutors, admntistrators, aud assigna," the
house, "to bave and to bold the ito
bereby demist-d unto Bl., bis execuitor.3, ad-
miiitrators, and asaigus, fr-on) Nov. 13, 1874,
for tbe teni of tbe aforesaid R., for tbe terni
of bis liatural life. Held, tbat there was a
grant in proceti of tbe life-actate, notwitb-
standing the words of the kcb(nditim.-Bod-
dingt on, v. L'obiimi,, L. R. 10 Ex. 27(l.

2. Tbe defendant owned a cottage anti
stable calied 'oseville," abutting upon a
pmublic way, aud ao of a furni caled. 1'Rose-
Cottage Farnii, " abnttitg upon the saine higb-
way, and bavinig a pri-,ate way wlîicb passed
by the Roseville stable. H. leased Roseville
of tîte defendant for tan yaars, and built &
bay-cbaimbe-r ovet the Stable, witb openiîtgs.
on a aide of the stable wvhichi abnitted on said
private wvcy. The defendant gave H. per-
mission to use tbe private ivay (wbicla was
not deinised 10 H.) for huis btv-carts, and H.
so used it for tan years. At the expiration of
said lease, tbe du-fendlant conveyed lioseville
to the plaintiff, 1' together -w'ith ail ways, and
rigbts of way, ]iberties, privileges, easements,
atîvantages, and appurtanances to the tues-
suage. &c., appertcinirig, or with the saine now
or baretofore dantised, occnpied, or enjoyed
or reputed as part or parcel of tham, or any
of them, or appurtenant tbereto." Heid, tbat
tbe rigbt to use tbe pnivata way as aforesaid
passed to the plaintiff-Kay v. O.eley, L. R.
10 Q. B. 860.

HABENDIJM.-See GRANT, 1.

HUSBAND AND MWIFE.

1. M., wbio was in failing baaltb, transfer-
red bis bank account to the joint naines of
bimsalf and lus wifa, aud requested the bank
to bonour env checks drawn aither hy .bimself
or bis wife ; sud bae remarked at the time that
the balance of tbe accouint would belong to
the survivor of bimself and bis wifa. The
wife drew ail the checks, whieh were
duly paid, sud tbe proceada applied in pay-
ment of bousehold and other expensas. Ml.
died, ieaving a ronsiderabla aura standing to
the credit of tbe account. Held, that tbe-
transfar was not intended to ha a provision
for tbe wife, but simply a mode of convenu-
ently manaing M. s affaira ; and that the-
widow was tîterefore not entitled to the fond.
Marchai v. Crttwcli, L. R. 20 Eq. 328.

2. Money and furniture ware settled upon,
a niarrted Noman to lier separate use. As-
tîte furititure front tima to time wore out. sIte
raplaced it witlt naw furniture bougbt with
tIse income of bier separate property. The new
furniture was seized by th_- shieriff upon an
execution agýainst the husbsnd. Held, thaI
lu equity the iewv furuiture belon-ed to tbe
j wif.-Dutuconv. G'asltin., L. R. 10 C'.P. 554.
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