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Digest or Excuisn ReronTts.

REGISTRATION,

A registered title can be affected only by
clear and distinct notice, amounting in fact to
fraud.— Chaduick v, Turner, Law Rep. 1 Ch,
3l0.

ResEask,

Residuary legatees having piven up to a
Jebtor of their testatrix a policy on his life, held
by her as security for the debu, and having sig-
nified their intention of releasing the debt on
bis paying the probate and legacy duty on the
debt, such payment is a good consideration for
the release, and the debt is released.— Dubitante,
Ksiaur Bruce, L. J.; Taylor v. Manners, Law
Rep. 1 Ch. 48.

Rest.

1. Under a condition in a sale of leaseholds,
that all outgoings to the day of taking posses-
ion shall be paid by the vendor, an apportioned
part of the current rent from the last quarter-
day to the day of taking possession is an out-
going.—Lawes v. Gibson, Law Rep. 1 Eq, 185.

2. A rent-charge, granted by a deed contain-
ing no power of distress, is within the 4 Geo.
IL c. 28, § 3, and is therefore a “ freehold tene-
ment.—Dodds v. Thompson, Law Rep. 1 C.P.
133,

Ser APPEAL, 1; FrRAUDS, StaTUTE OF, 2; LEASE;

TeNaNT FOR LIFE.
i Res apsupreara.

Demurrer will notlie to a bill on the ground
of res adjudicats, uuless it avers that cvery-
thing in controversy, as the fuundation of the
suit, was in controversy in the former suit.—
Hoss v. dnglo-Eyyption Navigation Co., Law
Rep. 1 Ch. 108.

Resivexce.—See DomiciL,
SepuctroN,—See DaMaces, 1.
Serarate Usk.

A bequest of alegacy to trustees on trust, to
invest and pay the dividends to the testator's
unmarried niece during her life, “for her own
sole and separate use and benefit, free from the
control of any husband she may marry,” fol-
lowed by a bequest of the residue of the testa-
tor's personal estate to the said niece, ““for her
own sole use and benefit absolutely,” —%eld, that
there was a good gift of the residue to the wife’s
separate use.—Zarsey’'s Trust, Law Rep. 1 Eq.
§61.

See Accruer, 2.

SerVICE.—~Sec PRACTICE (AT LAW); SUBSTITUTIONAL
SERVICE.
SerrLep EstaTe.

Testator devised real estate to trustees on

trust, at their discretion to sell, invest the pro-

ceeds, and pay the income to his wife and chil-
dren. Held, that, as the time of sale was dis-
cretionary, and as the rents until sale must by
implication go as the income of the procceds
was directed to be applied, this was a settled
estate, within 19 & 20 Viet. ¢, 120,8 1; and 21
and 22 Viet, ¢, 77, § L—Laing’s Trusts, Law
Rep. 1 Eq. 416.

SoticiTor,

1. A trustee is linble for loss caused by the
fraud of his solicitor, although he may have
used ordinary discretion in employing him.—
DBostock v. Iloyer, Law Rep. 1 Iq. 24,

2. Consent to the withdrawal of a juror, by
counsel retained to condunct a cause, is binding
on the client, notwithstanding he may have dis-
sented, if this dissent was not known to the
opposite party at the time.—Strauss v. Francis,
Law Rep. 1 Q. B. 379.

3. Proccedings taken on behalf of a defendant
by a solicitor, who had not at the time renewed
his annual certificate, will not be set aside as
irregular; the interest of the client not being
affected by the want of proper qualificativn,—
Sparling v. Brereton, Law Rep. 2 Eq. 64.

4. If a solicitor, acting for a vendor, receives
the deposit on the sale of an estate as such
agent, he does not reccive it as a stockholder,
but must pay it to the vendor on demand.—
Edgell v. Day, Law Rep. 1 C. D. 80,

5. Asolicitor who pays off a mortgage due
from his client must be taken to act as the agent
of the client, and not on his own behalf; and,
if he receives the rent of the mortgaged pro-
perty, the possession is that of the client, and
the Statute of Limitations does not run against
the client.— Wwrd v. Carttar, Law Rep, 1 Eq.
26.

See Propurcriox oF DoctMENTS, 6.

Speciar Cask.

If a case is submitted on an agreed statement
of fact, with power for the court to draw any
reasonable inferences, the court cannot infer
that the facts stated are a color to conceal some-
thing really different; at least, unless such
inference is very clearly made out.—Bullen v.
Sharp, Law Rep. 1 C. P. 86,

SrECIFIC PERFORMANCE,

1. Atitle, under a construction of a will, will
not be forced on a purchaser, if an opposite
construction has been acted on for years, and
if the judge whose opinion is sppealed from
held the title bad, unless such cpinion is clearly
erroneous.— Collicr v. McBean, Law Rep. 1 Ch.
81.

2. The safety or convenience of the publicis
a ground for refising specific performance of a



