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Held, that the contomplated 64dying 'pithout
issue " was a dyling without issuo living nt tho

graeddcughter's death.--Cai,kolm Y. Emer3I.

(In Appeal.] 18 Grant, 467.

SKERIFF's DEED-INUFFICIRNT DESCRIPTION.

-A sheriff's deed described the property con-
Yoyed as " about fifteen'acres, more or less, beiag

the whole cf à) blck or piece cf band adjacent tO

the Grand Trunk Rrailway, being c part cf lot

nuaiber twenty-seven in the first concession of
South Ecsthope, now in the tewn cf Str.itford."

IIeld. thnt this descriptie was insufficient and
the deed void.-Dividson Y. Kiefy, 18 Grant, 494.

ITOLUNTARY COVYNS'ACT (1868).-Tbe

Voluatary Couveyances' Act (1868) gives effect

as against subsequp.nt, purchasers, te prier velun-
tary cooveyances executad in good faith, and te

tbem only ; and a voltintary conveyance te a wifo

for the purpose cf protecting property fromn crcd-
itors wns lield iiot te 1h' god against a subqe-

queut mortgnge te a creditiur. -Richardso» v.
4 rrnit oye, 18 Grant, 5;2.

PUtcI.AqF vynÇlr. M ISTA XE--PAYNE' T FOR
1

IPRtOVEMEINTS, -The rule, that a party ie good
faitb making imprevenients on property which

lie bas purchased, will net bo disturbed in bis

Possession, oven if the title proe bcd, 'pitheut

Payment for bis improvemeets, will ho enforced
&ctiveby in this Court, cs well where the pur-

Chaser is plaintiff as where ho is defendant ; and

that althougb ne action bas been brought te

dispossess hies. - Gummerson y. Banting, 18

Grant, 516.

BUILDINÇG CONTRACT.-A contracter agreed by
a Spocified titue te do certain work accerding te

8pecifications, subject te certain citerations ced
&dditioas, andi te furfeit £3 for every d'iy after

that tume utitil cempletion ; and abso, that the
tinle for conipleting any alterations or additions

ObOuld net exceed the specified period unless an

extension wero allowed by the clerk of the works.

lPhe contracter did Dot completo 'pithin the

Period, but faibed te do se On account Of altora-
tiOfl5 ordered. No extension of tune bcd heen

'llowed. Ield, that the contractor had subjected
hilseef te the forfeiture.-Jofes v- St. .John's

00Olege, L. R. 6 Q. B. 115.

C,&LRir6I.....A passenger by a rail"~y had bis

eovtmcanteftu put loto the saule carrnge 'with

hi; at a station ho get out for toc «minutes,
ond 1 bis reture failed te find the carrnge, and

0OIIPleted hiie journey in another; the portman-

teau when found had beon robbed. Tho jury
foued that bis nogligenco had contributed to bie

loss. fleld, that tho genoral liability of the com-

pany was modified by the implied condition that

the passenger should use reasonablo care.-Taley

v. Great Wiestern Railway Co., L. R. 6 C. P. 44.;

o. . in Appeal, 7 C. L. J. N. S. 20.

CONTRACT.-i. The plaintiff agreed to biro
grass-land of the defendant on the terme of a
leaso to be signed afterwards. He eutered and

found tho land overrun with rabbits. When the

lease was presented to him ho refused to sign it,

unless th~e defendant undertook te destroy themn.

The defendant protniscd to do se, and the plain-

tiff siegneci the banse in its original form. The
defendiat did not destroy the rabbits. Held,
that the promise was collatoral to the lease and

fOuiided on a good consideration.-Moryan v.

Grjffih, L. R. 6 Ex. 70.

NICOLIOENCE-13.ANK.-J. deposited certificates
cf railway shares with a banking company who

Cellected dividends for a commission. They
kept the certificates with their own securities in a
box in the manager'5 room, cf whieh he bcd the
key. The manager sold the shares, and forged V.s

"-«me to the transfer. The fraud being discovered,

J. brought a suit against the hol'ler cf the stock

and the railway compafly, in which ho obtainod

relief, but no costs. Ho thon brought this claies

8gciest the bank for the amount of bis coste.

IIeld, that the banuk was a baileo for reward, aed

l'ad been guilty of negligetice, but that the lose

Of the costs was not a natural or ordinary con-

sequence cf the neglect.-Johntel'8 Cli f, L. R.
6 Ch. 212.

RATIFICATION . -Action upon a note purporti'ig
te bo signed by the defendant and 1. The defen-

dant's Dame bcd been forged by J. ; tho plaintiff
having threatened crimîllal procoadings agatinst

J., the defendant signed the followiig: «'I hold

UIyself rosponsiblo for a bill of £20 bearing my

signature and J.~"&c. Held, (MARTINS, B.,

dissentiog) that tho dofeadatit was net lia'ele

onl tho note.-Brook Y. ifooe, L. R. 6 Ex. 89;

7 C. L. J. N. S. 158.

WiLL-1. Gift by ii te "1my great-nopbow

Gy and te such other of my nepbews and niecos

as shall ho living."y &c. Held, that tho great-

DePhews and poast-ni.ces were ontitled te share

with the nopbowse and niocs-In ri Blower'a

Trusts. L, R. Il Eq. 97.
2. Tcstator declaTOd that "6the income arising

trom my principal znonoy shall bo paid te my wifo,

'philo unmarriod, for the support ef horseîf and
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