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PRINCIPAL MATTERS.

UNCERTAINTY.
See " Tax Sales." '.i.

765

IINPISPOSED OF RESIDUE.
Will re m.iiu-y. mortgages, and promissory notes, \v.<ro he

'lu.'atlie.l 10,1 legatee for life, it was held, tl.at sl„. was not
•ntitkMl to tlie possession and disposition of the sainc, hut to
the income only; though of farming stock and implements
given lor life by the same clause, she was to have the nse in
specie.

Thorpe v. Shilliugton, 85.—«

—

UNDUE INFLUENCE.
A person given to drinking made a deed to his wife, imder-

sian.ling what he was doing, but without professiona
A hili by his heir impeaching the deed was dismissec

advice,

Corrigan v. Corrigan, oil.

VARYING DECREE.
An incumbrancer, mnde a party in the master's office, underth- g-neial orders of the Vnh of February, 18(55. cannot, niwrme iMpse ot fourteen day.s from tlie service of the decree fil,.H petiiion to vary the decree, withour first obtainin? lenve bran api)licalion in chambers. '

''

Roe V. Stanton. 137.

VEXDOR AND PURCPIASER.
I. IK f'ntered into a contract for the purchase of pronertvthepnce being payable by instalments: and, there be n!ramortgage on the property which was not due, the vendor wasto give the vendee a bond of indemnity in respect of themor gage. A decree was afterwards made at the^uit of eendor for specific performance, on his undertaking, recited inthe decree, to procure a release of the mortgage ; die overdue.nstaiments were ordered to be paid into th? bank sub e tothe further order of the court. Part only was so pdc and inconsequence of the default as to the residue, the mort^a"" ivl"not paid when due, and was foreclosed in a suit to whid,' b ,tlthe vendor and vendee were defendants. The purchaserHpphed by petition to stay all proceedings in the spec fie .fonnance suit, which (the plaintiff not objectin.r) u-as ^ an .ana .he money in court was ordered to be paid to lhe^en
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Robson V. Wrido, 111.
[Affirmed on re-hearing, TjGS.]


