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tion, and told the defendant, B.’s agent, that
the bill of sale was invalid, as A.’8 widow bad
no title. Afterwards, when C. was about to
sell the same goods at suction, the defendant
notified those present that he held a bill of eale
in favor of B., and forbade the sale. In an
action by C. for slander of title: Held, that
there was no evidence of malice to go to the
jury, and that the plaintiff was properly non-
suited. —Steward v. Young, L. R. 5 C. P. 122.
See LiBEL.
SovriciTor. _

The plaintiff invested money on security,
the value of which depended, as he knew, on
building operations. In this he followed his
solicitor’s advice, which was founded on the
opinions of competent surveyors. These opi-
nions also were submitted to the plaintiff. A
bill against the solicitor charging improper
motives was dismissed with costs.

Semble, that equity can give relief when a
client has sustained loss by the gross negli-
geuce of a solicitor.—Chapman v. Chapman,
L. R. 9 Eq. 276.

See LIMITATIONS, STATUTE oF, 2; STATUTE.
Sreciric PERFORMANOE.—See NoTicE; PaRTIES.
Srarure.

By 6 & 7 Vio. cap. 73, see. 26, no person
who, as solicitor, shall ¢arry on any proceed-
ings in certain courts, ¢ without having pre-
viously obtained a stamped certificate which
shall then be in force, shall be capable of
maintaining any action or suit at law or in
equity, for the recovery of any fee,”” &eo. A
client took out an order of course for taxation,
by which he submitted to pay what should be
found due. The taxing master disallowed
items for business done when the solicitor’s
certificate had not been renewed. Held, that
they should have been allowed. The st did
not extinguish the debt, but only the remedy.
~In re Jones, L. R. 9 Eq. 63.

See BANKRUPTOY; FRAUDULENT CONVEYANOE;
INFaNT ; Susrirr; Trust; WILL, 8.
TATUTE OF Limirarions. — See LIMITATIONS,

SraTuTE OF.
UBROGATION.—See INSURANCE, 4.
UooEss1oN Dury.—See LEgacy Dury.
URRTY —See ACTION.
Survevom.

It seems that a practice of paying surveyors
by commission on the amount of the purchase
Money ought not to be distarbed. —Attorney-
General v, Drapers’ Company, L. R. 9 Eq. 69.
"NANOY 1N CommoN.—See INguNoTION, 2.

ENDER,— See INTEREST.
1TLE.—See SeoURITY ; SLANDEE.:

ToRT.—See InsuNcTION, 2.

TBADE MARK.—See InguncTION, 1.

TBADE SECRET.—See REsTRAINT OF TRADE.
TRESPASS. —See PLEADING, 1; SHERIFF.
TROVER —See CARRIER.

TRUST.

A., & vendor, covenanted in the usual way
to surrender copyholds to B., the purchaser,
but without words declaring o trust for B.
until surrender, and the purchase money was
paid. A. died before surrender, and his cus-
tomary heir was of unsound mind. Zeld, that,
as the contract was executed, a suit was not
necessary to deolare the heir a trustee, and
that a person might be appointed without it,
under the Trustee Act, 1830, to convey to B.—
In re Cuming, L. R. 6 Ch. 72.

Seec HusBAND AND Wirg, 5; LiMirarions,
StaTuTE OF ; BECURITY; VOLUNTARY CoOX-
VEYANCE.

ULTRA VIRES,~Se¢ CoMPANY, 5.
VALUED Porioy.—See INSURANGE, 4.
VENDOR AND PURCHASER oF REaL Estar:.

Upon & sale of leasehold property without
any condition protecting the vendor agsimst
the production of deeds, the vendor is bound
to produce a lease recited in one of the deeds
contained in the abstract as the root of his
title, although the lease is more than sixty
years old. (Exch. Ch.)— Frend v. Buckley,
L. R. 5 Q. B. 213.

See Damagzs, 8; Fixrtunes;

Morrcaag, 1; ParTies.
VOLUNTARY CONVEYANCE.

A., a woman, settled her property at the
time of her marriage, after other trusts, on
the children of any future marriage, and if
she had no children, then on her nephews and
nieces, without any power of revocation being
reserved. A.was not accustomed to business,
aud it was not explained to her that the above
trusts were irrevocable. Furthermore, the
settlement gave no powers of leasing or other-
wise oontrolllng the Property to A. A. now
seeks to met aside the deed, the above trusts
being the only ones subsisting. A long time
had elapsed since A. knew the terms of the
deed, but the situation of the parties inter-
ested had not changed. Held, that as the
above trusts were voluntary, and did not ap-
pear to have been intended to be irrevocable,
they could be set aside, and in this case lapse
of time made no difference. — Wollaston v.
Tribe, L. R. 9 Eq. 44.

See FraupuLeNT CoNVEYANOR.

WAIVER,—Sre CONSTDERATION.
WAREHOUSEMAN.—See CARRIRE.

INTERBST ;



