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RECZNT ENGLI&M DECISIONa.

formrnely claiined, that if thxe defendanta shauld
not admit assete, then for aminietraticn of
te real and perional estate of the dece'ased

trustes. There was no averment that ha had
devised anY real astate, and thie was the only
mention in the statement of the dlaim of the
ra ,jstate of the daceased trustee. On 28th
july, 1879, the writ was amended by claiming
th>at the defandant, James Price, wac aIeo per-
sonally liable. On 2oth March, z88o, judg.
nient was awarded against the defendant,
James Priai, peraonally, and also for the ad.
M *nistration of the real and porsonal estate
of the testator. Subsequently, in i88z, in-
quiries wvere added as ta the real estate speci-
fically devieed. Previaus to the judgment,
but after the registration of the lis penions,
viz., on i8th Nov., z878, Nicholas Price mort-
gaged certain real estate spaciftcally devised
to him, snd the question arome whether the
plaintiff and ather creditore were entitled to
priority over the mortgsgees. Kay, J., held
that the debts of the plaintiff and otlier credi-
tors not being a specific charge on the real
estate, and there bain,, no dlaim for adminis-
tration in the action until after the mortgagae
liad been given, the mortgagees were entitled
to priority, and that the registration of the
lis pendons did not affect their riglite. We bo-lieve it lias flot been the general practico iu
this Province to register a lis pendens in ad-ministration suite, it lias beau assumned that
ail parties were bound by the administration
judgment granted in chambere; but this case
seems to indicata that the registration of a lis
pondens je as necessary in such suite as an),
others in order llo guard againet the accrual of
the adverse riglite of purchasere pondente lite.
This case aiso indicates the necessity of mak.
ing ail the epecific devisees original parties,
wherevir resort is ncassary to the land epeci-
fically devisod. Under aur recant Devolution
of Estates Act, however, it will probably ba
found the executore alone sufficiently repre-
sent the realty, u.nless they have by convey-
anca or atherwise aseeted to the opecifie
devises.

AND LAW aiP PilIfEl ACT', 1881, di à 43 VIOl', C. 41,
a. 6, se. 2, 4<04 VIol. , 0 20.a. e, s. , 2 S -)
Bedding'ion v. Atioe, 35 Chy. D. 3z7, le a de-

cision of Chitty, J., on a question of couvey.
ancing, The owner (subjcict ta a xnartgage lu

fies) of a ho use and an adjoining lot firet loased
the houai, thîn contracted ta sell the vacant
lot ta the defendant, and afterwards cou-
trscted ta seit the hause, subject ta the lease,
ta the plaintiff. The housi and lot woro fire&t
conveyed ta the plaintiff, the mortgagee join.
ing in the conveyatice ; afterwsrde t4e vacant
lot was in like manner conveyad ta the defend-
sut. It was contended by the plaintiff that
under the convayance ta him thero was an ex.
priess ar implied grant of light ta the bouse
aà it existed at the time of the sala, by which
the owner of the vacant lot wvae bound. But
Chitty, J., held that no sucli grant could ha
implied aver land which the owner had pre-
viously contracted ta sel! to a >third party, and
that tho section 5, se. i & z of the Conveyanc-
ing Act, framn which 49 Vict. c. 20, SI 5, SB- 1,
2 (0.) is adapted, did net apply.
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Johnson v. 7oknson, 35 Chy. D. 345, is note.
worthy as confirrning the view talcen by aur
own courts, that under the Mfarried Wamen's
Property Act, 1870, a înarried wamau could
not niake a valid conveyance of real estate
deecendad ta hier as a co-hairees without her
husband'sjoining lu the convayance. Our ister
Act of 1884, however, lias been hald ta have
enablad hier ta convey alone.

op Na]'ENW, l'a Du TESTRO IWNTICi IN< Boxe AT'
TWENTY-MIV, ANDf IN »AUGHl'ESS AT l'WB2lT-rE 03

Re Coppard, Howleit v. Hodson, 35 Chy. DI
350, turne on the construction cf a will, wbari-
by the tastatrîx gave a maiety of the rosidue cf
lier estate ta trustees for the benefit of the
children of lier nephew, to lie vestod intaraste
in them; as ta sans on their attsiuiug twenty-
five years of age ; and as ta daughters on their
attaining twenty-five years, or being marriid
before that age; and in case a daughter ws
married before that age, power was given ta
settle hier share. Power was given ta apply
the incarne of an expectant eliare cf any chuld,
for its maintenance and education, and also ta
apply an expectant char. for advancemant iu
life. In ease ail the children cf the nephew
should die wltliaut taking a vested interest
thors wae a gift over ta the testatrixl brothîrs
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