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perty, tonld no aet or thing lawfully donc or ornitted before the
passing of the Act shall be prejudicially affected by rea&r of
&Iny rnarriage hecretofore coxntracted as aforesaid being inade
vaiid hy the Act; and Parker, J., held thuî. the effe& of this
proviso was to preserve the lady's right to the ineone; so that
although ighe is now lawfully married she is etili entitled to the
inconie as if ohe were flot mnarrie&.

SETTLE31ENT-POWER OF APPOIt4TMENT-CESSER OP' INTEREST 0or
HUSBAND-ABSENCE OF DIRECTION AS TO INCOME DI'RING HU;S-
I3AND 'S LIFE APTER CESSER OP 1115 INTEREST-C.HILDrPEN 0OP
'MARRIAGE ENTITLED PENDING APPOINTMEIYT.

lai re 3Master, Muste>' v. 31aeter (1911) 1 Ch. 321. lii this
case irnder a niarriage mettienient the husband was in te events
whidh hiad happened entitled to the income of the trust fuinc for
life or untîl lie becarne bankrupt, and subjeet thercto the trustees
were to hold the ineome upon trust for the childiren or other
issue of the inai'riage as the spouse or the survivor of them
shoffld by deed or wiIl direct. The wife wvaé dead the huishaxid
hiad beeoiiie bainkrupt and gone off to Au4tralia and su far as

konno appointment liad heen mnade. There wvere three
eidren of the niarriage ail of whonî were of age anid <mie of
them was rnarried and .had threp ehildren. On an applieation
hyv the truegtees for advice as to how they .4hould deal Nvithi th;,,
iiieome duritig the life of the hnsband, and pending the exereise
of the power of appointinent, Eve, J., hield that it wvas distrihut-
able in equal shares amongst the children of the Inarriage iintil
aiid iiiless that disposition should ho superseded by the exereise
of thie power.

OBTAINED 11V FRA'D-SALE TO INNOCENT PIICfi.1SR-( )NL'S3
OP i'ROOP-POWER (IIVEN TO PASS PROPERTY IN GO0005.

WhÏtchorm v. Davison (1911) 1 K.B. 463 wu~ an action of
detiniue to reeover goods in the following cruitneThe
goodu ini question consisted of a peari neckiaee, whiich the
plaiintiYs entrusted to one Bruford, on the representation that lie
hed a customer in view who would purchase 1V. The neckiace
was in the first place handed to *hiin on Vhis representation,
whieh was false, on the ternis that he was to return it, or pay
the agreed price. Instead of selling i4- he pledged it with the
defendant for en advance of jinoney. and he subsequently made
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