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Tangement, an instrument was executed by

- to the bank, in which the three houses
¥ere described as conveyed in leasehold to

-byoneL., « by indenture dated the 25th
of September, 1874.” In fact, only one of

€ three was comprised in that lease, the
Other two having been conveyed by lease
}.0 B. by L., Dec. 31, 1874. B. went into
\uidation ; the three houses were sold by

e first mortgagee, and a sufficient sum re-
Mained out of the proceeds of the sale to
Pay the whole claim at the bank. Held,
;hat. the bank was entitled to the amount
:hree houses.—In re Boulter. Ex parte Na-
B‘”g;llProvincial Bank of England, 4 Ch.

Drvigy,

C. devised five houses to *“ all and every
the children of my late brother J. C. who
shal] e living at my decease, or who shall
Ve died in my lifetime leaving issue liv-
¢ at my death, in eqnal shares as tenants
M common,”  Subsequently by codicil it
gas racited that some of the children of J.

- had lately died without issue ; the pre-
Ylous devise of the five houses was revoked,
Ohe of the houses was given to another de-
Visee, and the remaining four devised to J.
e children in the precise words previous-
J used in the will. J. C. had four chil-

‘en living at thd testator’s death, and one

ad died during the life of the testator

*aving children. Held, that the four chil-
& Ten of J. C, living at the testator’s death

vk the whole of the four houses, as mem-
°T8 of a clags.—In re Coleman d& J arrom,
h. D. 165.

D‘§TRIBUT10N.
estator gave £10,000 in stocks to trus-
cgi?s’ to pay £7,500 to certain of his grand-
£2llf_11‘en named, and the interest on the
aftNOU. to be paid to M. B. for life, and
eT his death the sum itself to be paid to
ale children of J. B., daughter of the tes-
sh °F, deceased, or their descendants; but
could there be none of them surviving,
oth D 1t should be divided amongst such
incer grandchildren as I may then have liv-
e;;‘:‘j I gefault thereof to my legal repre-
ied tive, J. B. had seven children, three
tor  Umarried in the lifetime of the testa-
the ; One of the four survivors survived
N ¢hant for life, and one only of. the
left ®, 80 dyiny before the tenant for life,
Olssue._ Held, that the children of J. B.
s ema:}ll'vwed the testator, or their repre
ta e‘ 1Ves, were the persons entitlsd to

“~In re Dawe’s T'rusts, 4 Ch. D. 210,

0!
"Eg:;w RELATIONS.—S6e CusToDY OF CHILD ;
'WER ; MARRIAGE SETTLEMENT, 1, 2.

B

its claim out of the proceeds of the |

' DowER.

Mortgage in the ordinary form, with
power of sale by D., with release of dower
by wife, made Dec. 24, 1846. Nov. 3, 1854,
D. made a second mortgage in similar
form, but conveying ‘ freed and discharged
of and from all right and title to dower "’ on
the part of his wife, and subject to the
mortgage of Dec. 24, 1846. Dec. 4, 1858,
the second mortgagees paid the first mort-
gagee, and took a conveyance of the prem-
ises from the latter, subject to the equity
of redemption in the first mortgage. In
October, 1860, default was made on the
second mortgage, and the mortgagees sold
the property. Nov. 24, 1874, D. died, and
Oct. 14, 1875, his wife filed her bill against
the mortgagees for the value of her dower
in the equity of redemption sold by them.
D. and his wife were married before the
Dower Act. Held, that she was entitled,—
Dawson v. Banlk of Whitchaven, 4 Ch. D.
639.

EASEMENT. —See Way.

EMBEZZLEMENT.

1. Indictment under 24 & 26 Viet., c.
96, § 75. Prisoner was an insurance broker,
and received in the latter part of Decem-
ber the amount of two policies sent to him
for collection by the prosecutor. The
amounts were sent him by checks to his
own order, and he placed the checks to his
own credit in his own bank. He was pressed
for the money by the prosecutor, and made
excuses for not paying it over at once.
January 27 following he filed a petition in
bankruptcy, and his balance at his bank
turned out to be much less than the amount
of the said checks.  Held, that on these facts
a conviction, ‘‘for that he being a broker,
attorney, or agent, was intrusted with secu-
rities for a particular purpose, without
authority to sell, negotiate, transfer, or
pledge them, and that he unlawfully, and
contrary to the purpose for which said secu-
rities were intrusted, converted a part of
the proceeds thereof to his own use,” could
not be maintained.—The Queen v. Tatlock,
2Q. B. D. 157.

" 2. The prisover was clerk of the L. In-
surance Company, and was in the habit of
opening letters and receiving remittances,
which he handed to the cashier, an officer
under himself. If checks were sent, it was
his duty to endorse them as though payable
to his own order, and hand them to the
cashier, who deposited them to the credit of
the company, and accounted for them in his
own books. Prisoner received two checks in
payment of dues to the company, payable
to his own order. Instead of indorsing
these in the usual way, and passing them to
the cashier, he got the money on them from



