
DIGEST 0F ENGLISR LAW REPORTS.

DEBT.-See WILL, 6.
DELAY.--See SPECIFIC PERFORMANCE, 2.
DEVISE.

A testatrix gave property to lier daugliter
and lier busband for tlieir lives, and after
the death of the survivor to the cbildren of
lier said dauëlter wlio should be livingr at
the testatrix s decease ; but provided that,
in case any of the dhildren shoubd die " with-
out leaving bawful issue," the portion of
tliose so dying slioubd go to the surviving
grandchildren of the testatrix that should

*leave sucli lawful issue." Held, that the
words Ilwithout beaving lawful issue " ap-
plied to the period of distribution ; that is,
the decease of the survivmng tenant for life.
Besaua v. Co.x, 6 Chi. D. 604.

Ses ELECTION.

DI~STRIBUTION. -See DEVISE.

DIVERTING WATERCOURs.-See MINE, 2.

DoMSTIsrc RELATIONS. - See HUSBANU AND)
WIFE.

DOWER.
MLortgagte in the ordinary forin by D.,

with power of sale, and release of dower
by lis wife, made Dec. 24, 1846. Nov. 3,'
IS54, D). made a second mortgage, in similar
form, conveyiug Ilfreed and disdliarged of
and from ail riglit and tîtle to dower" on
tise part of lis wife, and subject to the
mortgage of Dec. 24, 1840. lu both mort-
gages the equity of redemption was iited
to D. and lis lisirs and assigns. Dec. 4,
1858, the second mortgagee paid the firat
mortgagee, and took a conveyance of the
preruises from the latter, subject to the
equity of redemption in the first snortgage.
In October, 1860, default was made on the
second mortgage ; and the mortgagees sold
tIse property, which brouglit less than the
amousît of the mortgages. D. die'd No.24,
1874, and, Oct. 14, 187.5, the wife filed her
bibi aainst the nsortgagees for the value of
lier dower in the equity of redemption sold
by tliem. D. andi lis wife were married
before tlie Dower Aet. Held, reversing tlie
decision Of BACONýý, V.C., that she was not
entîtled.-Daw8oii v. Bank of Whitelîaen, 6
Ch. D. 218 ; S. c. 4 Cli. D. 639.

BLECTION.
A person entitied, except on ais event

whidhi neyer happeDed, to the proceeds of
real estate, devised on a trust to sebi and
hold the proceeds for him, lived on the pro-
perty ail lis life instead of liaving it sold,
and at lis deatli made careful disposition of
it by will as real estate. Held, in a suit be-
tween tlie devises and the personal repre-
sentative, that lie liad a riglit to elect to take
it as real estate, and that lis acts while liv-
ing, and tlie disposition made in hss will,
showed that lie liad so ebected. -Meek v.
Deveni./t, 6 Ch. D. 566.

S(Ce SETTLEMENT, 4; TRUST.

ExBr6zZLEMENT. -Ses JURISDscTION, 3.
EQUI'rY.-See INJUNCTIO.X, 1.

ESTATE FOR LIFE.-See WILL, 5.

EvIDENCE.- -See CONTRACT; PRESUMPTION.

ExECUTOR ANS) ADMINISTRATOR.
An executor or administrator stands in the

relation of gratuitous bailee, and is not to, be
charged, either at law or in equity, for loss
of goods, except tlirough his wilful default.
-Job v. Job, 6 Ch. D. 562.

EXECUTORY DEVISE. - See DEVISE.

FALSA DEmoNSTRATIO. -See WILL, 1.

FORFEITURE.

FRAUD.
S., the defendant, sold the plaintiffs a lot

of land as freeliold. It turned out, after the
purdliasc-money had been paid, that abmost
the entire lot was copyliold and not free-
hld. S. alleged that lis statement that
the land was freeliold was bona fide. Held,
that the sale must be set aside, and the pur-
cliase-money refunded with interest, and the
plaintiff paid the expenses lie liad incurred
in consequence of the misrepresentation.
The defendant hadl committed a Illegal
fraud. "-Hart v. Sivaine, 7 Cli. D. 42.

See BANKRUPTCY, 2.

FRAUÎiS, STATUTE 0F
1. Defendants wrote and signed an offer

for the lease of a theatre, which offer was
attested by the owner's agent. The owner s
name did not appear in the writing, whidli
was addressed to IlSir," without more. The
offer was accepted by the agent, by a better
signed by himself, but in which the namnes
of the defendants did not appear. I-bld,
that there was not a vaiid agreement within
the Statute of Frauds, and the proposed les
sees were not bound to specific performance.
- Williains v. Jordan, 6 Ch. D. 517.

2. A party entitled to declare a trust on
certain land wrote to the mother of lier in-
fant grandchild. a letter, signed witli the
writer's initiais, a-d enclosed in the envelope
anotlier paper, lieaded "lSupplement," be-
ginning, I quite omitted to tell you, " &c
and unsigned. There was no reference in
the better proper to the "1Supplement. "
Held, that the unsigned document was not a
sufficient declaration of trust under the Sta-
tute of Frauds. -Kronhleim v. Jo/sneo», 7 Ch.
D. 60.

See LEÂsE; Ss'Eciiric PERFvOaMàANCB,l.

FauîcssT.-See MORTQkGE, 2.

GîFT. -Ses ATToRNzy AND CLIENT, 1

GUARÂNTY. -See HusBÂND AND WIFEq, 3.

HIUSBÂND AND WIFE.
1. A marriage settiement was made on

the marriage of J. E., and property trans-
ferred thereunder to, J. G., T. E., and J. 1i1.,
trustees. Subsequently, J. E. placed £4,-
000 railroad debentures in the names of him-
self, bis wife, and J. G., and sixty shares in
a rairoad company in the names of himsif,
his wife, and T. E. and J. G. It appeared
that tlie income from the marriage settîs.
ment had been decreased about oue quarter.
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