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.dernised premises for the purposea of a highway. Ini thi ase. the
land in. question wais a str ' 1 of tlio freitbetwreen thé highway
and -certain shopo, and m. a condition -of having the roadway up
ta the face of the shops, the municipal authority.required, the
baes-oaf the premiseet"-ge to--edicate-the-tlrea ete for a
footway. No agreement ini writing was made, but the pavement
was laid down, but the sub-leseees of the shaps thereafter were
aecustomed ta ue the three feet for placing thereon their gooda
and show cases. The lessor was no party ta the alleged dedica.
tion, nor was a niortgage of the lessee. It was held that there
had been no binding dedication of the three feet.

WILI,-CONSTRUCTION-ANNUITY-DiRETION TO PAY OUJT OF
INCOMU.

I re Big ge, Granville v. Moore (1907> 1 Ch. 714, a testatrix
by her will gave her residuary estate ta trustees upon trust out
of the incarne thereof to pay certain annuities and, subject there-
to, ta pay the incorne to her sister Julia. The ineazne proved inmuf-
flciently ta pay the annuities which conseqnently fell in arrear. A
summrary application was therefore made ta the Court ta deter-
mine flrst whether the annuities were a charge on the corpus,
and, secondly, if flot a charge whether they were a continuing
charge on the incarne until they should be satisfied. Neville, J.,
answered bath questions in the negative. Whether an annuity is
payable exclusively out of incarne, or ont of current incarne, or
charged npon the corpus af the esta *te, or whether it is payable
ont of accumulated incarne-in ather words, whether the arrears
of the annuity in any one year are payable out of the incarne
of succeeding years--in his opinion rnuet depend upon the words
aof the particular wiIl, and such an intention eannot be irn-
puted ta a testator unle3as the wards are clear; and in the pre-
sent will be found no indication of any intention ta provide for
the case of the current incarne proving insufflaient ta pay the
annuities. Oonsequently so far as it was insufflaient lie held the
annuities; failed.

PAOTICE-ADMfl;I5TR.ATION-CREDITORSB' ACTIO;-LEAVE TO CEE-

DITOP NOT A PARTY TO ATTEND PROCEBDINGS,

1# re So&wabaclier, Stern~ v. S&Awaboher (19071) 1 Ch. 719
was a creditor 's administration action., and a creditor for £1O,000,
whose débt had been admitted, applied for leave to attend the


