262—VoL XIL, N.S.]

CANADA LAW JOURNAL, [Sept., 1876

DicesT oF tHE ENeLisE Law REeports,

2. A carpenter earning 1%s. a week had a
wife and six young children to support. The
court settled upon the wife and children the
whole of a funrf to which the wife became en-
titled, without deducting the amount of a
debt owed by the husband,—In re Cordwell's
Estate. White v. Cordwell, L. R, 20 Eq. 644,

3. A father induced his son to join with
him in & new settlement of estates by repre-
senting that he had a power to charge the
estates to the extent of £5,000, which power
was to be released by the new settlement.
‘The father was mistaken in thinking he had
said power. Held, that the new settlement
must be set aside, although the mistake was
innocently made.—Fane v. Fane, L. R. 20
Eg. 698,

4. Certain property was settled in trust for
E. for life, remainder, after her death leavin
a child or children, to all and every the child
or children of E., and the issue of such of said
children as might be then dead, such issue to
take their parent’s share equally between
them ; the shares of sons to be paid to them
-on their attaining twenty-one, and of daugh-
ters on their attaining twenty-oneor marriage.
E. had six children, five of whom survived
her and attained twent -one ; the sixth at-
tained twenty-one, but died childless in E.’s
lifetime. Held, that said sixth child took a
vested interest, as the contingency upon
which the gift to the class was to fake place
wasenot to be imported into the constitution
of the class who were to take under the set-
tlement.—In re Orlebar's Settement Trusts,
L. R. 20 Eq. 711,

5. A man who was about to marry a woman
owning considerable personal property insist-
ed that any settlement of the property should
provide, that in case he survived the woman
and there should be no child of the marriage,
the fund should be at hie absolute disposal,
An agreement was signed by both said parties
immediately before the marriage, providing
that they should join after the marriage in
transferring said property to trustees upon
trust for the husband and wife during their
lives; *“the trusts of the capital being for
and amongst the children according to the
appointment of said husband and wife, or the
survivor of them, and in default of appoint-
ment, to the children equally ; and in the
event of there being no ¢ ildren, and of the
husband beingh_the survivor, the trust-pro-
perty to be at his absolute disposal.” A set-
tlement was subsequently executed ; but it
contained no provision for the event of there
being no child and the husband dying before
the wife. The property was transferred to
trustées, and the husband received the income

- for several years, and died with part of the in-
come in arrear. There was one child of the
marriage, who died an infant in the lifetime
of both parents. The representative of the
husband claimed the arrears of income, and
the whole of the, property subject to the
wife's life-estate. e"Igeld, that the settlement
was not in accordance with the agreement,
and must be rectifigd ; and that the wife was

entitled to the arrears of income and to the
whole of the property. The transfer to the
trustees after the marriage was not a reduc-
tion to possession by the%:uaband.—()ogan Y.
Duflield, L. R. 20 Eq. 789,

6. By a marriage settlement, a fund was
settled upon the following trusts : To pay the
income to the husband during his life, and
after his death to the wife for life ; and after
the death of the survivor, then, in case they
should leave issue, who being daughters
should marry or attain twenty-one, or being
sous should attsin twenty-one, to pay the
principal equally amongst such issue as they
should respectively attain twenty-one or mar-
r{; and in the mean time, until such issue
should attain twenty-one or marry, to apply
the income to the support of said issue : pro-
vided, that if any such issue as aforesaid
should kappen to die before they should res-
peetiveli become entitled to ‘their portions
under the settlement, leaving issue of their
respective bodies them surviving, then such
last-mentioned issue should take their father’s .
or mother's share or shares equally between
them, the same to be paid over, and the inter-
est in the mean time applied, at the time and
in the manner limited relative to the original
trust-moneys und the immediate issue of the
marriage, But in case the husband and wife
should die without leaving issue, or their
issne should all die before they became en-
titled to receive their respective portions, and
without leaving issue, then over.  There were
four children of the marriage, of whom two
died in _infancy in the lifetime of both par-
ents. The third child survived his mother
attained twenty-one,and died a bachelor and
intestate in the lifetime of his father. The
fourth chjld attained twenty-one, and sur.
vived both parents. The question was,
whether the whole fund belonged to the sur-
viving child, or whether the third child ac-
quired an indefeasibly vested interest in one
moiety. .Held, that the fourth child took the
whole fund.—Jeyes v. Savage, L. R. 10 Ch,
b5b.

SHAREHOLDER.—See TRUST, 4.

SH1P.—Se¢ CARRIER, 1 ; CHARTERPARTY ; DE&.
CREE ; INSURANCE,

SLANDER.—See LiBEL,
SOLICITOR.

The relation of trustee and cestui que trust
does not ordinarily exist between solicitor and
client, although the solicitor may have re-
ceived moneys from or for the client,— Was-
son v. Woodman, L. R. 20 Eq. 720.

SPECIFIC EEBFOBMLNCE.

1. An agreement was made for the sale of
an estate, the vendor reserving “ the neces-
sary land for making a railway through the
estate to Prince Town."—Held, that the res-
ervation was void for uncertainty, and that
the agreement could not be specifically en-



