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annuitant's representative, on the ground that the only reason why
the inoney was directed to. be laid out in the purchase of an
annuity instead ci' being paid to the deceased annuitant in her life-
time, was because of the restraint on anticipation , and that I( her
huaband had predeceased hçr she would have been entitled to have
the money at once paid to her, he therefore thought that she had
acquired such an absolute interest.in the.fund, that on-ber-death it
was part of lier estate, and passed to her personal representative.

TRUSTRI - BnEACH OP~ TRIJRT-SALE BY LIQUIDAWÀtO TO HIMSELP-FlntCIASV
RBLATION-CONC-EALMENT--SETTINO' AMIDE BALE-ACCOUNT OP PROFITS-
INTEBREST ON PROFITS.

Sik.tone & HI. M. Coal Co. v. Eey (1900) i Ch. 167, was an
action brought by the plaintiff company which was being wouncl
up under the bupervision of the court, against Edey, une of the
liquidators, and a company to which he had purported to sell the
assets and undertaking of the plaintiff conipany, on the ground
that Edey himself was really the purchaser, and that the defendant
company was a mere trustee for him. Judgrnent was given for the
plaintiffs setting aside the sale, and directing an account of the
profits received by the defendants since the sale. A question arose
in settling the minutés of the judgment as to whether the defendants
were aiso chargeable with interest on such profits froni the date of
the withdrawal thereof fromn the business of the defendant company.
Stirling, J. was of opinion that the claim to interest on the profits
should not be allowed, on the ground that the settled practice of
the court appearedi to be, that where a sale is set aside under such
circuistances, the trust.-ýee or purchaser is chargeable with the. profits
received, but not with interest thereon.

MAuRIEO WOMiAN -ADMZlNlSTRTRIX-DEFALULT 131 MARRIED WOMAN IN

PAVMNT 0P TRUST IPUID-ATTACHMEbNT-0kDER FOR PAVMENT AGAINIT M~ARt-
RUSD WOIAN, PORK OP-MARIE WOMAN'S PROPBRTY Ac'r, Y892 (45 & 4(>
VIer. c. 75), s. j, subis. 2; âs. z8, 24 - (R.S.O. c. 163,9. 2, S. 3, sub-s. 2; S. 20).

lintw, Tupwbull, Tu rn b#u v. Nicholas (1900) i Ch. r8c, the
defendant, a marricd woman, was the legal representative of a
deceaised person for whose estate she was, by orders made in the
action, required to account As the resuit of the account a mn Of
money was found to be in ber bands, and she was orderecl to pa>'
the amnount into court, and having falled ta comply with the order,
a motion was madle for an attachrnent against ler. On the hearirig
of the motion it was agreed that the defeiadént should lie at llierty
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