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Survived A, A. died without issue. Held,
that B.’s son took under the will. B.’s coming
into possession was not a condition precedent.
Edgeworth v. Edgeworth, L. R. 4 H. L. 35.

2. Estates A. and B., subject to the same
Wortgage, were devised, A, specifically,'and
B. by a residuary clause. Held, that the
residuary devise was specific, and that the
tWo estates must bear the mortgage debt
ratably.—@ibsins v. Eyden, L. R. 7 Eq. 371,

See Cranrry, 1, 2; Exrcoron anp Abmixs-

TBATOR, 4; FORFPRITURE; LEGACY; PER-
PETUITY ; WiLy, 7-14, ’

« Dscrammen—g,, Morraage, 8.
Discovery.

1. A defendant who has] answered cannot
avoid discovery, for the purpose of the suit,
on the sole ground that it is the same which
is the only object of the suit.—Chichester v.
Marquis of Donegal, L. R. 4 Ch. 416,

2. A. filed & bill against B., who had been
his partaoer, alleging that B. had represented

'S good debt to be bad, and praying that the
agreement o

or that B, might be order

his receipts op account o
for an account,

to set forth his s
ship accounts,

f said debt, and also
The interrogatories asked B.
aid receipts and the partner-
B. answered that a patent had
been assigned to him on account of said debt,
and that after much litigation at his own ex-
Pense connected with the same, he expected
to receive from it more than the amount of the
debt; and 4s to the accounts, that they were
very long, and could only be given by employ-
ing an accountant on the books, which were

0 to A, Held, that the answer was

—Lockett v, Lockett, 1. R. 4 Ch. 336.
—See Crar1ry, 3,

CATION— See ParLIAMENT,
See Amuon; DesgrrroN.

Discrerion
DisquaLisr
Divorce—.
Domrcrre,
Ifa manis imbec

ile on attaining his majority,
and remajus 80 Co!

0 ntinuously until his death,
his 'ftfther Tetaing the right of choice of his
d?mmle a8 long as he lives.—Sharpe v. Cris-
Pin, L.R.1P. & ], g1,
JOWER— Seq Ergorion.
DYtng Duoraramg
Easuugyy,

" A sold land to

N8—Ses BviDENCE, 2.

plaintiff, reserving a rent, to
8ecure which plaintis covenanted to build, and
built 80Cordingly. A, afterwards sold adjoin-
ing land to defendant, who drained the same,
in consequence of which plaintiff ’s land lost
;tPe SUpPort of subterranean water, and sub-
sided. It would haye done 80 even if it had

f dissolution might be set aside,
ed to pay one half of '

been unbuilt upon. Held, that defendant was
not liable. (Exch. Ch.)—Popplewell v. Hod-
kinson, U. R. 4 Exch. 248,
See Liant; NuIsaxce, 3; SraTuTE, 7; WAY.
ELECTION. .

A testator left his wife, among other things,
Property to which she was entitled in her own
right, and an annuity charged on the L. estate
in lien of dower. The wife during her life
took what was given her by the will, but
never elected to take under or against it. She
died intestate, leaving four next of kin, three
of whom elected to take under the will; while
the fourth, the heir and administrator, elected
against it. Held, that the election of the three
did not bind the fourth, nor that of the fourth
the three. In taking the accounts, the fourth
Was to bring in the annuity, and to be allowed
one-fourth of the dower in lien of which it was
given.—Fylcke v. Fytche, L. R. 7 Eq. 494.

EQuiTy—See Account.
EQuITY PLeADING AND PRACTICE.

Service of a petition for vesting in new trus-
tees lands which had descended to the infant
heirs of the former eole trustee, upon the
guardian of said heirs, is unnecessary.—In re
Little, 1. R. 7 Eq. 823.

See Discovery; EviDENCE, 8; FRAUDULENT

Convevance, 2; INTERPLEADER; MoRmT-
GAGE, 2; NuUIsANCE, 1, 2; PLEDGE; PRO-
bucrioN ofF DocuMeNTs; REVIVOR; WARD
or CourrT.

ErgoRr.

Au arbitrator was required by the order re-
ferring the cause to him to state a case for the
opinion of the Cuurt of Exchequer, at the re-
qnest of either party; he stated a case accord-
ingly, which was heard and decided by the
Court. Held, that this decision was mot &
judgment on which error could be brought.—
Courtauld v, Legh, L. R. 4 Exch. 187.

EsT0PPEL—See CHARITY, 8; LaNDLORD AXD TER-
ANT, 1,
EvipExor.

1. A declaration or written entry by a de-
ceased person, who had, at the time of mak-
ing the same, occupied a house four years,
that he was tenant of said house at g0 much
rent, and had paid it, is admissible to prove
the paymeut as well as the tenancy.—The
Queen v, Ezeter, L. R. 4 Q. B. 841,

2. Thirteen hours before the death of s S
ion -
murdered person, she made a 'deohut '
upon oath. She was asked, ¢ Is it with thok
fear of death before you that you make thlu;’ :
statements? Have you any present TPOH of-
your recovery!” Bhe ssid, ¢ None. e
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