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DigesT oF THE ExcrisH Law RErorTs.

paid in full.—Ex parte Dear. In re White,
1 Ch. D. 514. .

See BANKRUPTCY, 3.
:PAYMENTS, APPROPRIATION OF, —S¢¢ APPROPRI-
ATION OF PAYMENTS,
ProuNIARY LEGATEE.—See MARSHALLING As-
SETS,
PEER OF ENGLAND.

A Peer of the British Parliament is not in-
capacitated from acquiring a domicile in a
foreign country by reason of his duty to ad-
vise the Quesn when she calls upon him for
advice, or to attend the House of Peers when-
ever his attendance there is required.—Ham-
ilton v. Dallas, 1 Ch. D. 257..

Per CapriTA.—See Lecacy, 2.

PERPETUITY.—S¢¢ CHARITABLE BEQUEST; SPEC-
IFIC PERFORMANCE.

Per StirpEs.—See LEcacy, 2. i

PERIL OF THE SEAS.—Se¢ DANGER OF THE SEAS.

PRINCIPAL AND AGENT.—Se¢¢ BROKER ; CON-
TRACT, 3.

‘PRIORITY.—S¢¢ PARTNERSHIP.

ProMissorY Nore.—See BrLLs AND NoTEs,

Proviso.—Sec ConpITION, 1 ; SETTLEMENT, 2.

ProxXiMATE CAUSE.—Se¢ CHARTERPARTY, 1,

PuNisHMENT, ETERNAL —S¢e CHURCH OF ENG-
LAND.

REINSURANCE.—S¢¢ INSURANCE, 1.
REMAINDERMAN,—S¢e DEVISE, 5.
REPUGNANCY. —S¢¢ SETTLEMENT, 2.
ResuLTING TRUST.—See SETTLEMENT, 1.

REVERSIONARY INTEREST. —S¢¢ APPOINTMENT ;
EJECTMENT,

RIGHT OF WAY.—See WAY,

8ALE.-—8¢¢ BaNkrurTCcY, 2-4 ; CONTRACT, 3;
DEVISE, 5.

.8corcH MARRIAGE.—See MARRIAGE.
SEAWORTHINESS. —See INSURANCE, 4.
SECURITY .—Se¢ BANKRUPTCY, 6, 9; MORTGAGE.
SETTLEMENT. ‘

1. Real estate was settled to such uses as
A. and B. should by deed jointly appoint and
subject, thereto to the use of A. for life, re-
mainder to the use of B. for life, remainder
to the use of the first and other ‘sons of B.
successively in tail wnale, with remainder over.
A power of sale was invested in four trustees
exercisible at the request of A. and B., and
the proceeds of any sale tinder this power
were to be settled to the same uses as the
property sold. A. and B., in exercise of their
power of appointment, appointed a portion of
said real estate to certain persons in trust for
sale, and to stand possessed of the proceeds
upon trusts to be declared in an indenture,

" No indenture was ever executed. It appeared

from other evidence that the power was exer-
cised to avoid the trouble and expense of call-
ing on the trustees to sell. Held, that it suf-
ficiently appeared, from the settlement and

‘appointment by A. and B.. that there was to

be & resulting trust of the proceeds of said sale
for the benefit of those who were to take
under the settlement, and that said evidence
showed that such was the intention of A. and
B.—Biddulph v. Williams, 1 Ch. D. 203.

2. A fund ‘was settled by W. upon trust for
bis illegitimate daughter for life, and, in case
she should die unmarried, in trust for her,
her executors, administrators, and assigns ;
and it was provided that if any estate, inter-
est, or benefit, should, under the trusts, pow-
ers, and provisions of the settlement, be un-
disposed of, or, in the events which should
happen, sheuld, but for this proviso, be held
upon trust for the crown, or belong benefi-

cially to the crown, then such estate, interest,

or benefit, should be held in trust for W, for
life, and, after his decease, in trust for W.’s

- wifeabsolutely. The daughter died unmarried

and intestate. Held, that the danghter was
absolutely entitled to said fund at her death ;
and that said proviso was consequently repug-
nant to law, and void ; and that the crown

- was therefore entitled to the fund.—In re

Wilcox's Settlement, L. R. 1 Ch. D, 229,

3. By a post-nuptia! settlement, reciting
that D. was desirous of making provision for
his wife and his children by her, D. settled
property upon trust to pay the income,to his
wife for life, and, after her decease, in trust
for all and every the child and children of D.
by his wife begotten or to be begotten, who,
being a son or sons, should attain twenty-one,
equally to be divided among them ayd their
respective executors and administrators ; and,
if there should be but one such child, the
whole to be in trust for such one or only child,
and his or her executors and administrators ;
and there was a 5)rovision concerning the ap-
plication of the dividends of the presumptive
share of every child “‘towards his or her res-
pective support, maintenance, and education,
until such Ais or her respective share shall be-
come vested, or ke or she shall previously die.”
D. and his wife died, leaving sons and daugh-
ters who had all attained twenty-one. Held,
that the daughters were entitled to share ‘in
the property. —In re Daniel's Settlement
Trusts, 1 Ch. D. 375. .

4. By a marriage settlement, £50,000 be-
longing to the wife was conveyed to trustees
to pay the income to the spounses for life, and,
on the death of the surviver, to paK over the
whole to the child or children as the spouses
should appoint. The husband bought certain
estates, and borrowed £26,000 of said trust
fund to pay the price, securing this sum on
said estates ; and he afterwards executed an
eutail of the estates. The spouses subsg™
quently by deed appointed: that the $25,000
secured as aforesaid should *'be settled on
and belong to our eldest son and other
members of our family in succession, being
heirs in possession of the entailed estates.

Said sum was also referred to in the deed as °




