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TARE OF; PPRPFTUITY, Puinîsr, 2; RF-
MAINDER ; SETTLEMIENT, 3; TRUST, 3; WILL.

Licb.s..-See Ei-rENcE, 1.

1. C., a solicitor, was instrticted to prepare a
unortgçage, and the mnortgagror deposited with hîm
the titie-deeds of the property for that parpose.
C. aiso actedl as soPlicitor of tihe mortgagees. and
.îfter the niortgrage w"s coutîleted, hel the
deeds on their behiaîf. The iinortgagor became
bankrupt, ami his trustee directed C. to sel1 the
equity of redenuptioni, ani it was accordingly
soid and the money isaid to C., who clainmed a
lien on the deeds as agrainst the mlortgftgor for
the aillttout of bis coats (Ile frount the ilnortgaglor.
Il1eld, that the solicitor was entite<i to such lien
and to retain lis costs froun sait mioney in his
haiuîs.-h-t re ilessenger. E~x parle (jalvert, 3
Ch). D. 317.

2. S., who was a tiiobet- nerchanit, i.cree-d to
carry on business as the agent of' a tirisu, bat iln
his owi1 naine as liefore, and thte finit agreed to
remnunierate S. for blis services by a sh-are in the
profits ini the bnsiness. No notice of this ar-
rangenient wa.4 given to oîitside creditors. Tim-
ber was forwarded bv the birut to S. for s4ale, andi
deait with bv hini as boît owner. The frii
drew hbis on S., whicit were aecei)ted by Iijus on
the birin's undertaking to protect suds accept-
ances, ac cordiîîg to a term of the agreemenst be-
tweeus S. andl the firini. TUe birin anti subse-
quently S. went itito liquidation. S. claiîncd a
lien on timber in bis bamds, which had been sent
to hini hy tUe biru as above, to the e.xtent of
certain bis accepted by hins as aforesaid anti of
a firtîter stitii dte hlim front, saitl birus as his
sisare otf profits in thse hîssiness. IIel<1, that S.
was eîttitled s.îch lien.-In re Faeime. E. r

pawte Buck, 3 Ch. D. 79,11.

.Se PA,'RTNiiItSHIP.

LiGHT AND Aza. -See PREsSCIP TION.
LiMITATION-See ANNUITY, 1.

Tise Englisît Statute of Limitations (3 & 4 Witt.
4, c. 27) d-oes not appiy to the isîand of Jaînaica,
hecauise the isiand is not referred to iin tise Eng-
lisît statîte.-Pi1t Y. Lord Pacre, 3 Cii. D. 295.

MARRIAGIÉ.-Se FRAUD.S, STÂrUTN (W.

)MARRIAGE SETTLYMMNT. -.See APPOINTMENT, 1.

ldàARRIED WOmEN. -ee APPO1NTMENT, 1.
MARSHALIrG ASSETs. --See PRîoaRIT, 1.
MASTR AND SERVANT. -See ESToPiErL, 2.

MI1NE. - See GRANT.

1. A power of sale rnortgage coistained a pro-
viso that, upon any sale purytorting to be matie
in purs3uance of said power, t he purchaser shoultI
flot lie bounsi to see as to whether tUere isad

been (defauît in paymnent of principal or interest
by the nîortgagor, and that notwiti standing any
Inpro priety or irregularity in said sale the saine
Should, so far as regardeti tUe. safety antd protec-
tion of the purchaser, Uc (ieemed to tie witlsîn
said power anti to Ue vaiid and effectuai accord-
ingiy ; and tîmat the mortgagor's remady sisould
be in damages oniy. The nsortgagee conveyed
the inortgaged property under said power to tise
defentiant for valuabie consideration. The plain.
tiff who was an îuscumbrauscer of said mnortgagor
81t1bsequent to said rnortgagee, filed a btill to es-
tAbiish his priority over tise defessdant, allegisg

that if the accounts were examined it would ap-
pear that the priol, inortgagee&s debt wvas satis-
ed, and that the sale unmier said power was

therefore invalid. ield, that said sale was vaiid,
althouigh the illortgage tlelt ntiight have been
paid. --Dickýer v. A ngerstein, 3 Ch. D. 600.

2. On Dec. 1, 1874, M., the owner of a vessai,
nsortgaged il, to the plaintiffs for £7,500. On
Jan. 4, ]875, the defeuidants. in ignorance of
8aid mortgage, advanced M. £3,000 on security
of a cargo shipped by M. on nominal freight of
one shilling a ton. FeU. 2, 1875, M. again
snortgaged said vessel to the plaintiffs for £4,000.
February 19, M. and the defendants sold said
cargo to J1. on terms of freight being paid at
tifty-five shillings a ton. On Februlary 22, the
defendants advanced £9,000 further to MIN. On
February 26, M. assigned to the defendants said
freight at fifty-tbye shillings per ton as security
for their advances. On March 6, the plaintiffs
registered their unortgage, and on the vessel's ar-
rival took possession. The dlefendants acquired
J. 's righits. lleld, that the plaitiifs were eus-
titled to said freighit of fifty-tive shillings per

4ton as against the deléndants. -Kesi/t v. Bur-
rosvs, 1 C. P>. P). 722.

See ESTOPPEL, 1i LIEN.1, 1 ; PRIoITY, 1;

TRusT, 3.
NATURALIZATION.-See DomîcîI.F.

NFc.IIoENCuF.--See ACT 0F GOD.

NEGOTIABLE. INSTRUMENT.
The Russiani Govermenit issuel1 scrip which

upon its face aundertook to give tie bearer a bond
for a certain susasi when ail instalments dtue on
the scrip lsad been paid. By the cuistcnu of the
English and Foreign Stock Exclianges, such
scrip was treated as a usegotiable instrnnment
tran~sferable by deiivery. The plaintiff pnrclsased
sonie of said scrilp and ieft it iii the hanids of C.,
who raised iinoney upon it U)y pledging it as accu-
rity with the defendants, and absconded. 11<1<1,
that the dufeusdants were as against the plaintiff
entitled to said scrip and its proceedls.--Good-
wvin v. I&dxts, 1 App. Cas. 476.

NOTîCH or DIs"O.NoRt.-Se- BILLS mN!) NOTES, 3,
4; PRuoRîvv, 3.

NOVÂrION. -See JNSURANcE, 1.

PARTITION.
Trustees of one uusdivided moiety of ant estate

were authoruzeti to make a partition ; other
trustees of the second moiety were authorized to
sell, dispose of, eonvey, and assign, lby wuy of
sale for iaoniey or of exchiange for an equivalént
or recompense in land.4. The two sets of trus-
tees executeti a partition deed. Ileld, that said
partition wa.s valid.-In, re Fritit, awl Osborne,
3Ch. D. 618.

PARtTNERSHIP.
Shares ini a certain binuk were sultjeeb to a lien

ini favor of the batik foi, aIl ntoneys due front the
shareltolder alonie or joiutly. Certain of ,nch
shares stood ini the nane of A., one of the tirni,
which becanie bankru1ît owiulg noney to tile
bank. The shares were originaiiy the property
of A., but after the formation of said partner-
sghip were enitered upon books of the firin as its

roperty. 0f titis the batik wvas ignorant, and it
hdno knowlekae that tile birin clainied any in-

terest iii the shares tuntil after the bankruptcy
proceedings weue begun; but the whoie of sait
d ebt to the banik svas contracted after said sbares
becaune partnerslîip property. The haitk con-
tended that it uvas entitled to treat the s4hares
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