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. Dicest oF THE ENcLisH Law REPORTS.

the sum which ** we have allotted and appor-i
tioned, and do hereby allot and apportion as
the share of our eldest son, or, failivg him,
of the heir of entail succeeding to the said en-
tailed estate.” The decd also contained thiss
clause: 1t heing our desire and appoint-!
ment that said trustees should, immediately
on the death of the survivor of us, renounce
and discharge said [security on said estate,]
and disburden said lands and estates.” Held,
that the eldest son was absolutely entitled to
said $25,000 ; and that said final clause, ex-
pressing a desire, did not take away from the
ownership created by the previous clauses. -
MecDonald v. McDonald, L.R. 2 H.L. Sc. 482,

5. A husband and wife had three children,
A., B, and C. On the marriage of A., an es-
tate called Sonna was settled ou said husband
and wife for life, remainder to A. for life, re-
mainder to his sons in tail male, and in
default, &c., to B for life, remuinder to his
sons in tail male. On the marriage of B., an
estate called Ballycommon was settled on said
husband and wife for life, remainder to B. tor
life, remainder to his sons in tail male, and in
defanlt, &ec., to C. for life, and after C.'s
death to A. for life, remainder to the second
son of A, and the heirs male of his body, and
in default to the third, fourth, fifth, and every
other son of A., suve and cacept an eldest son,
severally and successively in tail male, the
elder of such sons other than an eldest son to
be preferred and take before the younger of
such sons, and, in default or failure of such
issue, over. A. had ome son. B. had no
issue. C.had her life-estate in Ballycommon,
and died. It was contended that the phrase,
‘*save and except an eldest son,” was intend-
ed to apply only to the case of a son of A,
who had younger brothers, and not to the
case of A.’s having an only son. Held, that
A.’s son was not entitled to Ballycommon.—
Tuite v. Bermingham, L. R.7 H. L. 634,

See ErCTION, 2. -

SHAREHOLDER.—Sce BANK.
Surr.

A sailing vessel under way was overtaken
and run down by a steamer. Held, that it
was not the duty of the sailing vessel to ex-
hibit a light over her stern.— The Earl Spen-
cer, L. R. 4 Ad. and Ee. 431.

Sec CARRIER; CHARTERPARTY; COLLISION ;
DANGER OF THE SEAs; FREIGHT; IN-
SURANCE, 1, 2, 4 ; LEX Loot ; SaLvace.

SHoP,—Sce DWELLING-PLACE.

A
SLANDER.—Sec DEFAMATION.
SeEciaL DAMAGE,—Se¢e DEFAMATION,

SeeciFic DEVISEER. -Se¢ MARSHALLING AssETs.

SPECIFIC LEGATEE. —Sec MARSHALLING ASSETS.
»

SrECIFIC PERFORMANCE.

Lease for forty yegrs, with concurrent lease
for ninety-nine years, if A., B.,and C., or any
of them, should so long live, with covenant
by the lessor to put in another life or lives in

ace of said A., B., and C,, should any of

them die during said forty years. The lease
for forty years was void.” A. died, and the
lessor appointed mno life in his place. The
lessee hronght a bill for specifie performance.
Held, «s the only greund for specific perfor-
mance was that the covenant created an equi-
table estate at the time of execution of the
lease, and as such estate would be for more
than three lives, and therefore void by statute,
the covenant could not be enforced. ~ Bill dis-
missed.— Moore v. Clench, 1 Ch. D. 447.

STATUTE.—See INTEREST ; LEASE, 2; WAGER ;
WiLr, 4. ]

STEAMSHIP.—See CArRIER ; COLLISION.

STEAM-TUG. —S8ee CoLLIsTON.

SURETY. —See BANKRUI"I'CY, 6.

TACKING.—See Morreacr, 2.

TENANT ror LiFe.—See DEVISE, 6.

TENANT 1§ CoMMON.—See DEVISE, 8.

T1CKET.—Se¢ CARRIEE.

Trr1.E.—Sec Lask, 2 ; N oRTGAGE, 3.

TrESPASS,

The wife of the brother of a man who had
died in a fit of delirium tremens removed cer-
tain jewelry belonging to the deceased from

. the voom where Le died, and put them in a
cupboeard in another room for safety. The
Jewelry was stolen, and the exccutor of the
deceased brought trespass against the brother
and his wife. ~ At the trial, the judge directed
the jury to find for the defendants. A rule
was obtained for a verdiet for the plaintiff for
one shilling ; or for a new trial, if the court
should be of opinion that on the above facts
the plaintiff was entitled to a verdict. Held,
that the plaintiff was entitled to recover as
the defendants did not show that the removal
was reasonably necessary for the preseérvation
of the jewelry. Verdict for one shilling with-
out costs.—Kirk v. Gregory, 1 Ex. D. 55.

TroVER.—Se¢e BROKER, 1; TRESPASS.
TRUST.

Trustees who are authorized to expend a
certain sum in the maintenance and support
of children may pay the expenses of education
from such sum.—7n re Breeds' Will, 1 Ch.
D. 226.

See DEVISE, 6 ; ELEcTION, 1 : EXECUTORS

AND ADMINISTRATORS, 2; SETTLEMENT, 1.
UNSEAWORTRINESS. —See INSURANCE, 4.
VESTED INTEREST.—See DEVISE, 2, 3.
VOLUNTARY SETTLEMENT.

A silk merchant assigned two policies of in-
surance for £1,000 each upon his life fo trus-
tees for the benefig of his wife, and, a year
luter., assigned ' to said trustees his household
furniture in trust for Lis wife and children.
The trader died eight months later, insolvent.
At the time of the first assignment, the mer-
chant was doing a business of £100,600 per
anuum ; but an inquiry showed that his lia-
bilities then exceeded his assets by £1,203,




