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rent and performance of the covenants in the future, but flot
that he was to pay arrears of rent, or assume hiahîlity for past
breaehes of tovenant, and that as the purchaser hiad shewn
breaches of covenant, -he was not, urider the Conveyancing Act,
1881, required to, assurne that allcovenants had been performed.
It was therefore held that the vendors had flot shewn a good
titie as the lease had becoine forfeitable -before the contract.

WILL-CONSTP.UCTION-G'I'T TO PERSO4N IN CASE -,lit l, A WIDOW
AT PERIOD OP flISTIBUUTioN-DEAT1I 0F LEGATEE BEFORE
PERIOD 0F DISTRIBUTION-GIPT TO PERSON IN CASE IIE 15 A
WIDOWER AT PEEIOD 0F DISTPIBUTION-SURVIVAL OF MALE
DONEE "ID WIFE.

Lb re Laing, Lainig v. Morrison (1912) 2 Ch. 386. In this
case the will of a testator wvas in question, wliereby lie gave an
annuity to his sister M., provided slie sbould be a widow at 11.9
deatli, until lier re-marriage, and hie also bequieathiec to lier qi leg-
ney of £1 ,000 provided %lie shouild bc a widow at the testator's
wife's death, but in the event of lier then being a wife in trust
for lier chidren. lIe also gave bis ultiimate residue in trust
for certain naxned persons inchîdfing his hrotlier J. and sister
M. subjeet to a proviso tliat J. 's share should only he paid ta
hiln if a widowver whien the testator's wife (lied ; ani that the
share of M. shoiild only bc paid to ber if she iould ho ai wiclow
whien tlie testator's wife died which wvas tbc pmrod of diistribu-
tion, and that tlie shatre of J., if liot thon a widower, and of M.,
if flot then a widow, should go to the chidren of M. 'M. nover
re-married, but predeceased the testator's wife, and .T. was miar-
ried and lie and his wife survived the testator's wvife. In these
cireunîistances, it was lild tliat L.'s sixare in the residuc weuit
to tlie children of M., but tliat M. 's sharo lapsed, and tlint tixe
leogacy of £1,000 ta M. beintr contingent on lier beiing alive at
the testator's wife's deatli, also lapse(l. 'Tle loarnped judgre
reachied t-his conclusion regarding M.ssharo and legaey Nvith
soine hesitation, as it seeoms to friîstrate tho I)robible intenition
of tlie testator.

TRADE UNION-AGREEMENT FOI! APPLICATION 0OP FUNDS4 To PRO-
viDE BENEriT-AaREbiIENT TO REFETND PECUNIARY BENEFIT

-- ACTION TO ENFORCE IGREËNINT-TîRADE UNION A <"r, 1871l
(34-35 VicT. ci. 31'), s. 4.-(R.S.C. c. 125, s. 4).

Baker v. Inqgall (1912) 3 K.B. 106. This was an action to
enforce an agreemnent made by the defondant, a mnember of a
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