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INSUItANcE.

1. A vessel was insured from ««P. ta N.,
and for fiftoen days whilst there aftor arrivai. "
The vessel arrived at N., discbarged her cargo,
and thon inoved ta a different part of the
harbor ta complote bier ioading, and wbiie there
was damaged by a storm. The stamp on the
policy vas sufficient ta caver bath a voyage
and a tume policy. Held, that the policy was
a voyage palicy, with a time palicy of fifteen
days ingrafted upon it ; and that the insurers
wore liable. -Gambes v. Oceau Marine Insur-
ance Co., 1 Ex. D. 141 ; s. c. 1 Ex. D. 8 ; 10
Arn. Law Rev. 408.

2. A vessol was chartered ta D. hy a char-
terparty praviding that freight sbould he paid
on unlosding: sud right delivery af cargo at
the rate of 42s. per tan on the quantity deliv-
ored, and providiug ftirther that said freigbt
was ta o r pid one-haîf cash ou signing bis
af iading, oesa four montis' intereat at bank
rate, remainder or. righit deiivory of the cargo.
The owner insured his freight, sud D. insured
the car go at its value increased by prepay-
ment of freiglht. The vessel was wrecked,and
half the cargo delivered. Theoawner claimed
framn bis insurers the unpaid haif of bis
freight. The insurers contended that D. was
ouly bound ta psy one- haif the freigbt remaifi-
ing unpaid, sud that they thereforo were ouiy
hiable ta that arnaunt, beiug one-quarter of
the whoie freight Held, that the insurers
were liabie for the viole nnpsid freight. -A 1-
lison v. Bristol Marine Insurance CGo., 1 App.
Cas. 209 ; s. c. L. R. 9 C. P. (Ex. Ch.) 659;
9 Arn. Law Rev. 291.

Sea DETINtrE.

INTERtEST. -Sec TENANT FOR LiFE.

JtTRISDICTION.
A man sud varnan wero married in the

Island of Jersey ; aud nine years afterwards
the bnsbaud deserted bis wife sud went ta the
United States, where ho coinmitted adultery.
After the dosertian the wife resided iu Eug-
land. Reld, that the courts in Bngland had
no jurisdiction over the husband in s suit for
dissolution of inarriage bronght by the wife.
-Le Sueur v. Le Sueur, 1 P. D. 139.

See BILL IN E'quiTy.

1LUS5.
1. The defeudant ieased certain promises ta

A. and B., subjoct toas praviso that (i.nter

a lia) if the tenauts or oitber of thein sbouid
bcorne hankrnpt or assigu over the deuiised

promises or should not fulfil their covenants,
the fdenuant migit ro.ento?. A. and B.
covenant,'d ta keep the promise in repair.
The defendant aiso cavenantedthst ho would,
at the expiration of said lease, in case said
cavenants on the tenants' port sbonid have
been dn]y performed, grant ta said tenante,
their execntars and adininistratars, a freab
lase of the promises, provided said tenants or
eitbor of thenu gave hina notice of the desire ta
take sucb fresh lase. A assigned bis intereat

in ssid lease, and- bocame baukrupt. At the
termination of said lesse, B. notified the de-
fendant of hie desire for a fresh laem. The
promise thon roquired repaire ta the ex-
tent of £13 10s. The defondant refused ta
grant; a fresh lease. Held, that B. was flot en-
titled ta a fresh lease, because tho defendant'u
covenant was ta grant a lease to both A. and
B., and flot to B. oniy, and because, by fail-
ure to repsir, a condition precedent hJ been.
broken.-Finck v. Underwood, 2 Ch. D. 310.

2. The owner of minorai under land upon
which f~an a railway leased the minorais ta I.
The company paid H. a certain sum in con-
sideration of bis flot working the minerais.
H, failed ta psy rent, and snrreudered hie
lease ta said owner, who thon soid the min-
erais ta the defendant. The raiiwsy company
fiied a bill ta restrain the defendant framn
working the minerais ta their injnry, and
offered ta pay the dofendant the value of the
minerals less the arnonnt paid ta H. The
coînpany hsd a statute right ta tako land, &c.,
ou making compensation. Il seems that the
company had a right ta have the minerais un-
worked for fifteen years withont making
further compensation, as said lease wau ter-
minated by surrender and not by entry for
breach of condition. Othorwise if there had
been a forfeiture by entry.-Great Western
Railway, Ca. v. Smith~, 2 Ch. D. 235.

See COVENANT.

LItGAcy.

1. A testatrixafter devising certain property,
bequeathed ta the plaintiffs " ail my furi-
ture, plate, iinen. and other effocts that may
be in my possession at the time of rny death."
At the tirne of hier death the testatrix lua
entitled, ini addition ta hier feodpreperty,
ta furuiture, plate, linen, wernlapparel,
jeweliery, sums in cash, aud £130 in the
savings bank. Held, that ail saî(l persoa.
praperty passed by the bequest.-Hodgson v.
Jex, 2 Ch. D. 122.

2. A testator gave oach of his yonnger sons
£1,000 each, "1which 1 charge on my estate
at A. hereinafter devised [ta his eidest son];
but 1 direct that the saine shail nat bo raise-
able or paid ta themn respectiveiy until my
eidest son shaii corne inta actuai possession af
the M. estate. " The M. estate was svttied
upon F. far life, rernainder ta said eldeat son
for life, remainder ta bis issue in tail miaie.
The eidest son died before F., aud nover came
inta actuai possession of the M. estato.ý HeZd,
that the legacies faiied, and fell inta the resid.
uary estate.-2'aylor v. Lamnber't, 2 Ch. D.
177.

3. A testatar gave his sans H. and J.
£16,000 upon trust ta psy the intoroot of
£8,000, part thereof, ta bis daugbter An
for iife, remainder ta hier cildren ; snd ta

pay the interest of the reiaiflilg £8,00sO ta
his dauqhter Sarah for iife, "'in tihesmine

manner in every respect snd subject t4a the
samos contrai," as hoe hsd bef<>re directed as ta
his daughtor Anni. Ho thon gave £3, 000 in
trust f'or lais son "aDel for life, rernainder
ta his childreti, and ompawered his trustes ta
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