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andi, if necess.ry, te reisuilti any farse-building frese time te lime.
Thse buildings bcing in a delapsslated state nt tise testastors dcath,
a question arises isotween tise tenants ter life ant hose ln remain-
der, as te tise construction et tise Witt in Cuis respect.-fe&i, chat
tise suansion-iseuso andi nessiges mnust lie repaireti eut et thse
annual rents anti pretit.s Tisat tise rebuiîtiing appies te farm-
bouses, andtio tiea ly in caise eftChoir iseing incapable et repais.,
or ln ase efthlie empense cf rebuiliig being ne greater, regard
being isat more te tise naturé, age, diuienqion anti structure.-than
thse coat of puiting thema ie geai! repair.

L. J. U&SSELc V. r. Jdç13,1il.

trusetesfor the 3ame X0e!gge--antu orygr.

R. nierigagei Mn estate in 1832, te tsree persens, ant in 1836
jeineti as surety iriti N. in anether seenrity, by wisiei lie mort-
gageti a peliey et assurance on bis own Ilt e tiste plaintiffs. The
blortgagees ia boths securities were tise aaditorg fer tIse ime being
et tise saine insurance cempany, anti tise meanies adivanceti belungeti
te the cempssny; efv<iicis fict R. bail notice. After-ards R. mort-
gageti tise estate comprised in tise tint mortgage et 1,',2 te tise de-
fendants, anti tisee becamss baukrupt Thse preperty couxpriseti
la isotis usrtgages iras sold, but thse preperty compriseti in tise
mertgstge et l8d6 iras insuffiient te pay tise doit securet hsereisy.
JJel, (on a special case for tise opinion of tise Court), tisat tise
p1cintiîfe, as repreitentieg tise cempany, irere entitleti te lie paiti
thse dericiency eut ot the proceetis ert Ile mertgage cf 1832, in
prieri:y te thse ilefendants; anmd Chat tise tacts cf thse tre nsertgages
being made te tise Company in tise namee et tire separato sets cf
truetees, anti et thse mortgagor Isayiug becomo baukrupt, matie ne
difference.

M R. DnÀsxc Y. WILLIAMiSeO. ufy 7, 8, 2G.

Truatecs tor' building a chape! having expeideti tisereeni mouey
beredt on their ewn security, iritis a depesit otie chapel deoils
madie on tiseir ewn ssotionity, nti laviug been conupelleil te repay
tise aien.HJte have a lien ou Use dccii, but net te lie en-
titieti te a sale et tise property te reinhurse tixcir sulay.

V. C. K. FIwrsx.LLîtss Vý LeXie. .7ù4e 20.
WdZl-Construciioss- Ve.,teei bstere.t-Gift to cldldren equOl ons

atta ining 21.
IVien tisera is a gift ot dividensls, te one fer lite, and atter bis

dents the iole principal te lic paiti andi divideti betireen anti
among bis citdren, kn equai aisres, on thir respectively attaining
tise age of 21 years, Chose only whio attaisi 21 taise.

V. C. W. RE; Ilocrxn's TauTres. .J±ly 30, 81.
ifcrriedumomn-R2uity te at.etllement.

A marriesl ioman, whose husbanti lad been insolvent, beceame
entitled te a suie cf £200, andti l tise, ineome ot £400, 'which iras
davisiblo after ber <catis arengst iser nine ebldren.

Tise Court settieti tise itale £200 upon ber, witisonl giving amy
portion of il te ber husband's assigeo in insolvency.

V. C. K. ROGERS V. WA-SRHOUSev. Ju, l'2-8.
Yendor andipicli5rSC~i perfermance-Dosb(ful fitle-

BEslale.
In a suit fer specific performance, irhîc tise tille tiepents upon

a wilI, tIse court wMl net put a construction upon it, except te de-
chie aisetier there lus or is net any rea'eoniible tiult as te tîse yen-
dor's title; tat iitt net decee specifle performance usilets it is
eatisrketi tIsat, on appeal te a bigiser tribunal, tise sinne 'sSc ii
lie taken.

Thse 'worçl , state"l decs net et accessity pass tise fe simple.

L.J.April 22, 23, Jeie 0, 7, 8, Jud5 12.
IViiiiLy v. Lowr.

&tafte of limi tations - Aek-noscleilgsent ôy payment - Aient-

A suit fer tise 'winsingup of à partnerisip Vas institutesl by tise
executors of a deceaseti partr.er, a reczirer wâs appeintc(I in Jssno
1834, who, by consent of all parties, pciid thse assets which ho got
in te tise plaitiin, anti tIse suit vas no turther prosecutcd. In

1Mthse sanie executers fited anstser bill claiming a futilser debt
foathe estaie ofone of tise pariners, alleging that tise epersitien

Iof tise etatute of Limitations Vas avoideti ly the paymust madte lsy
tise receîvet.

~ffpi, Chat tise paynsent by t reteiver diti xet bte thse case out
of tise etatCe.

L. J. Ftzemst V. BntAug. Ma~y 4, 5, 7, June 7.
J'v!icy i>f asturatsce-lnsssrtibk eies-P obil botd-Delr

and credtior.
IL J. bcbng entitieil, in thse censt ef bis surviîng lus father, te

coneiderasle estates, insured is lifa for £îtY,000. lleiag unstble te
pny tise premiunis on thse pûlicic,ý, R1. J. arrangediwitis tise dc-fenti.
alut tisat ho should pay theni, anti gave him a post obit bond foir
£1 4,000 payable aîter thse deats eR. J 's fatier la R. J.'s lifeuîme.
Thse defendant thoen insured R. *P's lite <wkentrcr bc shouiti die>
forisisownbonofit, er.C14,000.R.J io sfreistCrhvn
besjucatiied all bis persoii estate te lise plaintiff. The plaintif
claimed thse sue of £14,000 thse pr4ceeLds of the peiieyeffeetedby thse
detendant s part of R. J,'s estate.

lkeld, (in thse absence of express contract> that tihe detensiant
Vas net a trustee for the procedis of thse poiey, but Vas entitled
te tisem fer bis ewn benefit.

If a persan effects a pelicy fer bis ewn benetit on a lite in wbieis
lie bas net an insurabie interest, it may lic a frauti iipoatIe insur-
ance company; but ifth tienney i peut by tise tontpnnY, itiselongs
te the persan effecing tIhe insurance, andi net te thse persen whoso
lite is însureti.

V. C. S. IInLLING V. LUMLEY. Jedly 5, 6,
Specific pefrac-sjnâeOpera box-Notice.

W. in 1810, agreed to sell bis terre andi interest ia a certain
opera boeuse te C., reservIng te hiniself, W., bis execi>tors, adntin-
igtratern and n8aigns, the riglit te a certain box therein, tioring
the continuance et thse saiti terni.

In 1823, ail W's interest ln thse saiti opens bouse Vas assigneti
te a trustee for sale, in whese place thse present plaintif Vras sitter-
uvards appointeI. C. subsequently tileti bis bill, anmd obtaineti a
tiecree for specifie performance et thse agreemient aboya nientioseil,
anti iaving bescone bauklrupt, bis asaignees solti bis interest in thse
premises te clefendant L., subjeet te certain covenants, which as
L. alleged bail, in the event, rendereti il imupessible fer bise te cen-
tinue ta W., or bis representatives tic enjyeynt et #lse atoresaiti
box.

Thse plaintiff, as sucis trustee as aferesalid, clainied te ho eon-
titieti te thse eait box, or un equi'valent in meney for its lees.

ld, Chat thse saiti defeudaxit, anti ali persens claiming untier
him, 'were iseunit by thse reservation abova suentieneti. An injune-
tien was grantet te restrai thse ilefendant, &o., frem preventing
thse plaintif fresu eioying tIse saiti box, 'witheut prejudice te thse
riglit et thse plaintif te compensation> in case it sisoulît appear tisat
bis riglit te enjoyment of thse box bati been actuaiy lost tbrough.
thse siet ef the defendant.

M. R. lce nus V. JenEs. July S.

An orcr 1ud beea made en e claim en afidavit ot Service for
specîifi perfermance, wit1bout any reterence as te titie. Thse <le-
fendant attendeti at registrar's office te settle the minutes wÎthout
objeclîng te thse omiSion. Atter tise eruler Vas drain wp, deibati-
ant moveti fer a rehessrsing, and te aseent the order by directi»L
au enquiry as te title, anti tise order was made accortiingly.
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