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Leg"»d to have been ahstracted from the busi-
€83 of the plaintiff’s deceased husband, were
;33918 of her husband’s estate. Two of the
tfendants had been in partnership with the
gﬂlntlﬂ‘, who had carried on her husband’s

Usiness ; but they left the plaintiff, and es- !

tablished a similar basiness with the third

g‘:f(‘ndant. The plaintiff filed an interroga-
h")’. asking whether any of the defendants
oad drawn out of their business any money
M his own account, either in respect of
apital or profits. Said third defendant re-
USed to answer until the plaintiff had estab-
ished her right to a decree. Held, that said
Seft"ndant must answer the interrogatory.—
oull v, Browne, L. R. 9 Ch. 364.

3. The plaintiff filed a bill to establish the

igency of the defendant in a transaction.

e court refused to order the defendant to
€xhibit the accounts of his private business,
and of his transactions with other people.—

eat Western Colliery Co. v. Tucker, 1. R.
9 Ch. 376,

NDLokp AND TENANT. — See
ENDOR AND PURCHASER, 1.

DISTRESS ©

BALE, _See COVENANT, 2, 3; VENDOR AND
PUI:CHASI-‘.R, 2.
BASE,

1. A. leased to B., without a covenant
;@mst underletting without A.’s consent.
- agreed to lease to C, npon the same terms
Pon which A. leasel to him. Held, that
© person whose consent to underletting was
’:‘llllred by the terms of the second lease was
E{-]‘s’rgilliamsmz v. Williamson, L. R. 17
2A lessee died, and his widow took out
1 Ministration, and Lecame assignee of the
the The widow left a daughter, who wus
i € mother of the defendant, who entered
4 possession of the premises which he un-
erlet, paying the ground rent to the lessor,
‘Fm the balance to his mother in her life-
th Nce to his own use. Held, that, whether
¢ defendant was execuntor de son tort or not,
llz Was assignee of the term and liable for the
U-performance of covenants in the lease.
Williums v. Heales, L. R. 9 C. P. 177.

See CoveENANT, 2, 8 ; DisTrEss ; VENDOR
AND PURCHASER, 2.
[“QAcy,

h 1. A testatrix who had married P., the
nd of her deceased sister, bequeathed
roperty to all her children by the said
the {I‘he testatrix had one child born before
te( ate of the will, anl one born ten years
dmmanl, and about a month before the
th of the testatrix. The child was
{,:gm@l‘ed as the son of P. and the testatrix
ézre the latter's death. Ield, that the
o nd child was entitled to a share of said
Elpgztﬁy'—ln re Goodwin’s Trust, L. R. 17

am, A testatrix bequeathed to A., a woman,
‘}latm of bank annuities, and then directed
ute all gifts and provisions (whether abso-
fors OF limited) by her will made for any
€ should be for her separate use and

ba €, and, after her death, appropriating the |

(while she should be under coverture) with-
out power of anticipation. Held, that A.
could only have the income of said annuities
during coverture. —In re Ellis's Trusts, L. R.
17 Eq. 409.

3. A testator bequeathed a sum of money
to his executors, upon trust to apply the in-
terest to keeping in good repair all the tomb--
stones and headstones of his relations and
himself in the churchyard of G.; and he di-
rected that any surplus money, which might
remain after defraying yearly the expenses
as hefore stated, should be given yearly to-
poor, pious members of the Methodist Society
in G above the age of fifty. Held, that the
gift for keeping the tombstones In repair
Deing invalid, the whole of said sum went to-
the Methodist poor as above provided. —
Dawson v. Small, L. R. 18 Eq. 114. )

4. A testator gave by his will the residue
of his personal estate to his wife, for her own
absolute use and henefit ; and in a subsequent
,ortion of his will he gave * all the money,
if any, that shall be remaining after payment
of the just debts and funeral expenses of my
wife.” to certain persons. Held, t}lat the
testator’s widow was absolutely entitled to
the said residue.—Perry v. Merritt, 1. R. 18
Eq. 152

See APPOINTMENT, 1, 2 ll.I.EGI'I;IM.\TE
CHILDEEN ; MARSHALLING ASSETS ; WiLt.

LIGHT AND Aik.—See EASEMENT, 1.

LimiraTioNs, STATUTE OF. —Sce COVENANT, 2.
MARRIED WoMaN. —See BANKRUPTCY, 2.

MARSHALLING ASSKETS.

1. In the administration of an estate, when
the personal estate is insufficient for the pay-
wment of debts, specifically devised real estate
is not liable to contribute until the residuary
real estate is exhausted.—ZLomeeficld v. Iy-
gulden, L. R. 17 Eq. 556. .

2, A testator, who owned pure and impure
personal property, directed his trustees tq
convert his personal estate into money, 8“2’
out of the proceeds to pay his debts apf
legacics, and to pay the income to his ;:n e
for life, aund, after her death, to purchase
certain annuities. The testator then gave 2
legacy to a school, and bequeathed the.rgmdl_w
of his personal estate to t}u‘ee charities, in
equal portions ; and he directed that the
latter three legcies should he respectively
paid out of such part of his personal estate as
could lawfully be applied to the payment
thereof, which should be reserved by his
trustees for that purpose. Held, that the
testator’s assets must be marshalled in favor
of said three charities, and that the testators
debts and legacies other than those above
mentioned must he paid out of the impure

rsonalty ; but that such a proportion o the
{:'egacy to said school would be paid as the
pure personalty bore to the impure. T:ls
legacies to said three charities were direct
to paid out of the pure pcrsonalty.——ﬂtllﬂ Y.
Harrison, L. R, 9 Ch. 316,

MASTER AND SERYANT.—See CONTRACT, 4.

Mixes.—See COVENANT, 1.




