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Comp-.ny upon trust with the proceeds when
a proper site couid b. obtained to buiid aime-
houies for the use of poor liverymen of the
-Company, then of poor freemen of the com.
pany, and, lastly, of any poor man of the trade

ofa tinplate worker; and ha deciared that ho
made the bequest in the hope that soute other
person, actuated by the sante charitable feel.
ings, wouid thereafter sufficiently endow the
almshouses; and ho bequeathed the residue
'cf his estate to v'arions persans.

After the death of the tenant for life, who
,died in z88a, the company unsuccessfully en-
deavoured ta abtain a site for the ahnmhousem,
.and it appeared that there was! no reasonabie
prospect of a site being obtained, and aven if
it couid be, the cornpany had no incarne
availabile for the endowment and maintenance
of the almshouses. Under theme circrnstancas
it was held by Bacan, V..C., that as the abject
of the gift had failed, the fund foul inta the
residua as a iapsed legacy, and was'nat applic.
able. cy-pree.

S-AJiOUNT MORTS -ALTERMTIoN ow-Dornx.
AN(T TIEET-IbJNCTIO< OB~ DAMAGES.

The case of Greenwood v. Horissey, 33 Chy.
D- 471, wvas a suit ta restrain the interference
with che piaintiff's ancientjlights. On amotion
for an iuterimi injunctian the defendant was
suffered ta praceed with the building ahjectad
ta, on his giving an undertaking to pull it down if
s0 ordered. At the trial it appearod that the
plaintif 's buildings were erectod in 1872, upan
the site af old buildings which had.beeu pulled
.clon in 1871- In tha naw buildings the win.
do'a 3 were sa arranged as ta preserve the light
which had beau enjoyed ini respect of the aid
buildings. The newv buildings wera somewhat
highar than the oid, and had an additional
story. The front was advanced two feat
.nes.rer defendants' land. The defendants re-
lied on the aiteratians in the plaintîff's build.

,îng as anl ahandonînent of the aasement, but
,,this contention failed, Bacon, V..C., holdingI
that an alterationi of a building antitlad ta the
access of 1.ght is not an abandonmient of the
righit, unioss the intention ta abandon ts mani-
fest. T[he dafendants further clairned that
aven if the right existed damages should ba
awarded undar Lord Cairns' Act (ose R. S. 0.
c. 40, E. 40) in lieu of an injunctian, but in thîs
,aiso they failod, the laarned Vice-Chancellor

1 following Seo" v. POPe, 31 Chy. D. 554, notad
uie P. 1101, holding that the way ln which the
case had beeon deait with in the motion for the
intarim injunction pracluded hirn frouin enter.
ing on the question.

MA»t"Mo WoMÂq-IMPÂwri-WÂAR OP COoR-BuTTLU
M5NT--(1a S. Z). o. d0, s. 87).

In Buckeitste'y v. Blickrn4ster, 33 Chy. D- 482,
an attenipt was made ta invalidate a settle.
ment made by a rnarried wvoran whilst an in-
fant and a ward of court, The settlamant wad
made and sanction-d by the court under the
follawing circurnatances: Upon the daath of
her father in 1848, the settior becarne entitlad
undor his will ta a raversianary intorest iii his
astata. Iu z856 a suit wam instituted for the
axacution of the trusts of the wii. In 1862,
tha sattlor baîng thon eighteen, and a ward of
court, rnarried without tie sanction of the
court or the knowiedge of lier guardian. By
an order made in the suit upon motion an in-
quiry was directad whether there had been a
valid Inarriage, and if so, what the lady's
fortune was, and what would be a proper
eettiement of it. And in pursuance af a repart
made under this order a settiement was exe.
cuted in 1863 by the settior and lier husband,
whîch was duly appraved by a judge. There
wer,. four chiidren of the marriage. In 1882
the marringo was dissolved by the Divorce
Court, oii.the ground of the husband's adultery.
In z88i the tenant for lifa died, and the pros.
eut potition was presante( by the settior for
paymnent out of the fund which was in court to
her, on the ground that the sattlement not
having bean sanctioned by the court in mani-
ner required by the [ntants' Settiement Act,
18 & 19 Viot, c. 43, and shte baing thon an
infant and a married waznan, it was nat bind-
ing ou bar. But Bacon, V.*C., was of opinion
that the settiarnent wvas valid, as having been
sauctioned under the inherent juriadiction of
the court over the property of its wards, or
undar tho InÎants' Settiement Act, and that
thora heing an action pouding it waà nat
necessary that the order sanctioninig the sattie.
ment should be made upon a petitian intituled
under the Act. He aima held that even if in.
vaiid in its inception it had baen adapted and
confirmed by the saettior by variaus acta doue
by hem during her coverture and after its
termination.

LJantuarY si, 1887.
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