
DIGEST 0F ENGLIS1T REPORTS.

A., a contlractor for supplyingr forage to the
aruty, delivcrcd to B. hiay to be carricd to a
goverriment store, in performunce of A.'s cont-

tract, by the terms of whicli the commissnry
liad a riglht to rcjcct it on its arrivai, if of infe-
rior quality. IIeld, that the waggon ia whichl
B. convcyed the hiay was within 3 Geo. UV c
126~, § U2, exempting from toil any waggon.
conveying commissariat stores for the use of
the army.-London & S. IV Riailway C'o. v.
Reeves, Law Rcp. 1 C. P. ISSO.

VENDOI AND PURcHASEa.

1. On a sale by the court of real estate vcsted
in trustees, whcse receipt was declared to be a
good diseharge, in order to divide the proceeds
amiong the beneficiaries, the beneficiaries are
not bound to covenant for title.-Cottrell v.
L'ollrell, Law Rep. 2 Eq. 330.

2. A., one of three trustees, assigncd lease-
hold property held jointly by thexor to a pur-
chaser, forgÂing the signatures of his co-trus-
tees. A. was a solicitor, and acted for the pur-
chaser. Held, that circumstances affected the
purchaser with notice of some trust, and aise
that hie had constructive notice throughi the
knowledge of A.; and further, that hoe lad the
legal interest in one-third, but no beneficial
intereat, and a re-conveyance was ordered.-
l3our8ot v. Savage, Law Rep. 2 Eq. M3.

3. The nacre assertion by the vendor that 'Xie
has a good titie, on the faith of whichi the pur-
chaser relies, is not ncccssarily sucli a misre-
presentation as precludes the vendor's enforcing
the contract.-Hume v. Pocock, Law Rep. 1 Ch.
3719.

4. The plaintift' agreed to sell the defendant
all his esaste, riglit and interest in certain
lands, the plaintiff to produce a titie frona B.
(the iast owner) to himself. The defendant
knew that B. was one of four supposed owners,
and was anxious to buy lis titie, in order to get
rid of his opposition to a bill in Parliament.
Held, that the defendant could not show, aliur -4
that B. had no titie, and that speciflo perfor-
mance should be decreed.-Hizme v. Pocock,
Law Rep. 1 Ch. 379.

5.A woman, entitled in fee to a mortgaged
estate, proposed Wo lier nephiew that she sliould
live withi hlm, and that lie should move to a
larger bouse for the purpose, site coritribuiting
a yearly sum towards the housceeping. The
nephew agreedl, if she would settie the estate,
limiting it to hlm aftcr lier deatli. She agreed,
and a settiement was accordingly made, by
whicli the nephew covenanted to indemniy lier
from ail liability under the mortgage, except

tho paynient of intcrest during lier Mie, lHe
moved to a larger bouse, and they livc( toc'
ther for some tine. Site afterwards ceased"to
live wvith biein, and ngrccd to seil the estate ta a
purchaser, who filed a bill against auint and
ncephie% for specifie performance. Ift'd, t1iai
the nepheav's covenant and his expenses inctur.
red on the faith of the settiement were sever.lli-
sufficient to support the settierneut ns made fL1r
value, and flot voluntary. Semble, that, 1ad
the settiement been voluntary, and s» vo:,i
against a purchaser, the ncphew would hiave
been a proper party, but could biave mtade out
no dlaim to the purchase-mouey.-bzcnsend v
Toker, Law Rep. 1 Ch. 446.

6. A purchaser of land contracted to pa-i
intereat on the purcbase.money at four per cent.
from the time of taking possession tili the dav
appointed for the payment ; affer that day at
five per cent., if the money sliould not then he
paid; and after six months from that day a-
ciglit par cent., withi a proviso that this shaould
not give the purchaser te righit to delay pay.
ment onpaying ziach hîglier interest. Thiepur.
chaser took possession, but the purchase %ma
not completed for several years, thiougbl the
delay was not caused by misconduet or neg£,.
gence of the vendor. IIeld, that the stipulatio,2
for paying higlier interest was not a penaltytto
secure punctual payment, but a separate and
distinct coutract, whicli the purchaser is
bound to perform. -1flerbert v. Salisbr'js
Yeovil Railway Co., Law Rap. 2 Eq. 221.

See CONTRACT, 1.

VIENUE, CHANGE oF.-See PRACTICE, 1.
VESTE» INTEREST.

1. The testator devisad reai estate to hI'
,%Viidow for life, andi aitear ber dleath diretted tde
executors to sali, and divide the preceedi
equaily between his dhidren, the shares of hL~
sons to be vestes inl thena rcspectively whe:
tliey attained twenty-one, and the shares of the
daughters to be vested interasts wbeu thev
attnined twenty-one or were married. During1
the minorities of the chilidran, their shares ývere
to be invcsted and applied for their maintenace.
If one or more of the children should die, leavi
iug issue, "lbefnye the share of cadi child t
children shalh become due and payable," tIe
share was to be equally dividcd Ilamongst Ji
the issue of such child or chidren, when sucb
issue shall attain twanty-one," the interestc4
such dhild's share to be applied for the nati-
tenance of sudh issue during mninority. A
dauigieter of the testator married and (lied kt
the 1 vidow's lifetime, leaving an infant child
and liaving assigned lier share. IIeld, that tht
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