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hequestion for the decision of North; J., was whether this had the effect of revokinglie the previaus appointment, so that under the WiIls Act, 5. 27 (R.S.O., c. 109, s.
ng 29), the lard in question would pass under the general devise as being a new
in appointrnent This question, North, J., determined in the negative. At page
th 675 he says, " Wherever there lias heen a complete appointment under a power,

lit an appointment which entirely disposes of the property, yoa must get rid of that
is appoinient iii sorne way or other before any further appointment can be - de ";

U_ and he held that the mere making of a. general devise of the property in a subse-
C quu1t will could not lie construed as a revocation of an appointment previousty

e mnade.

Ntson Exoliangos anld Legal Scrap Book.
t L'AE1 ETUT-)Vor,-nestate by the entirety is converted by

absoltite divorce into a tenancv in comm non (Steiz v. Sizreck, N.Y. - urt of Ap-
peals, October,. iSq)i).

-ACCIDE~NT INÇSLTIANCI-.--INJUIZY 13 C.ARIiLJÎS,,NsS.-The deceased, w~hile run-
0 ing tc)wards an approaching train to get the il s tmld n e gis

s a moving engitie. In ani action to recover under a policy of insurance which con-
1 tained a clause insuring against dcath or other injury resulting frorn "externai

r violence and accidentali-meatis," it was lield that the plaintiff could recover; that
the efficient and proxirnate cause of the death was the accident, and that the

* injury %vas flot caused by a voluntarx' exposure to unnecessary danger, which wvas
onle of the exceptions not covered by the policy. In this case the couri said
ftquitable' A c'cidcnt Insitrance Co. v. Osbo rne, 9 Soutlzern Reporter 869):- " Exceptions

of this k-ind are construed most strongly against the insurer, and lib ' raI1y in favor
of the insured. This is now the settled rule for construing ail kinds of insurance

- policies, rendered necessary, e specially in mnodern times, to circumvent the inge-
niuit «v of the insurance companies in so framing contracts of this k;nd as to make
the exceptions uinfairly devour the whole policy."

NOTICE REQUISITE IN -WEEKLY TENANIEs.-Notice always has reference
to the Ietting. Thus in a letting fromn week to week a clear week's notice, expir-
ing on the day the relit becomes due, wvill be suficient. That is the rule laid
down in a popular text-book for every one. It does not seem, however, tc have
been followed ini a recent case at Stockport, where a blacksrnith was in the en-

* ployment of a railway contractor who was constructing a railway, and occupied
* one of the buts provided for the convenience of the workmen. Plaintiff's tenancy

began on a Thursday. The site of the hut being required for the erection of a
sttonotice was given on a Saturday to the plaintiff rêquiring himn to give up


