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DIGEST OP ENGLIsH L&W ]REPORTS.

sale of the 500dS. -Ex parte Watsa. IsA
See BILL 0F LADiNG; SALE, 3.

VEKDOR'S LIEN.
The P. Company, defendants, manu-facturers Of steel rails, made a contractfor rails with S. & Co. to furnish them acertain quantity at *stated times, deli.vered at Liverpool on board ships ; pay-mont to bu made three-fifths lnet cash,and two-fifthis by buyer's acceptance, atfour months, as each fi vo hundred tons ofrailswere ready for shipment. The warrant

signed by the defendant company for thedelivery of the rails contained the phrase," Iron deliverable (f. o. b.) to S. & Co,or to their assigna by indorsement lere-
on1 ;" and it was shown to be the usageof the iron trado that sucli warrants wereconsidered to pass the goods to theholder hereof free frore vendor's lien.Several warrants in this form were sent,with invoice and drafts, to S. & Co., asthe instalments of rails were finisled,and the rails stored at the company's
works. S. & Co. pledged the warrantsto the plaintiff banking company for ad-vances ; and,' before tIe contract wascompleted, and whie some of the goodswere stili at the works, and some ladbeen sent to Liverpool on the order of S.& Co., and wore in the rail way company'swarelouse, S. & Co. suspended. Held,that under the above usage, the plaintiffswere entitled to the goods at the works,and were, moreover, entitlcd to those inthe wareîouse, as being no longer intransit. -Merchant Banking Go. of Lon-dou v. Ph<enix Bessemaer Steel Co., 5 Ch.D. 205.
Sqe BILL 0p LADING.

XVARRANTY.-See INSURÂNCE.

1WILL.
1. Testatrix m'ade a will disposing ofail lier property. In 1860, she made7an-other, making some changes in the be-quests as they stood in the first document.The second will contained no residuoryclause, and made no allusion to the pro-vious will ; but it deul.ared that " this iathe last will . . . . of me." Held,that the firat will must bu considered ru-voked : the Second alone admnitted to

probate. -Dempsey v. Lawsoa, 2 P. D. 98.2. Clause:. "I appoint my sister.i-. my executrix, only re, uesting thatmy nephews," F. & J.', "4wl kindly actfor or with this dear sister." lleld, thatF. and J. were duly nauiue executorswith the sister of the testatrix.-In thegoods of Browneg P. D. 110.
3. Testatrix wished to revive a will andcodicil dated respectively Jan. 26, andFeb. 21, 1876, and whicl had been sub-

soqueutly revoked. lier solicitor madecopies of them, and had the two docu-ments re-executed Jan. 18, 1877. Hieneglected to change the reference to thedate of the will made in the codicil, andthe codicil read, "4my last will datedJanm 26, 1976." Held, that the will andcodicil shoiild be admîitted to probate. -ln the goods of Ice, 2 P. D. 111.
4. Clause in will : " 1 hereby appointone of niy sisters my solo executrix. "Testator had three aisters living at thedate of the wiIl; but only one survivedhim. The court refused te grani probateto her on the gfound of uncortainty.-In

the goods of Blqkwell, 2 P. D. 12.5. Testator, living 'n Brighiton, ef t awill appointing twelve executors thereof,one of whom lie described as 'lPercival
-, of iBrighton, the father." Therewas evidence that testator had an intimatefriond in Brighton, named William Per-cival Boxaîl; that testator was accustomed
to cali him Percival, and had appointed
hire executor in his previous will ; thatBoxail lad a son named Percival, Wellknown to the testator ; and that testatorknew no other person named Percival.This evidence was admitted to determine

Who was meant.-In the Goods of De Rosaz,
2 P. D. 66.

6. Hie made a will dated Mardli 15,1864,1 giving lis property to lis wife.Oct. 12, 1874, lie and lis wife made ajoint will, 1'in case we should be calledout of this world at one and the sametime, and by one and the same accident"
There was a clause revoking ail previouswills. lie died Dec. 31, 1876 ; lis wifesurviving. Held, that the joint will wasmade in 0view of an event which noverhappened, and lence it lad bocome andwas of noeffect. The other willwas good.
-In the Goods of Hugo, 2 P. D. 73.7. Testator used a blank lithographed
form for a will to give property absolutoly
to clildren after the lîfo-estato of thewidow. The litliographed words givingto the childreh were marked out, and thewords, " to may only son, li.,"ý)written in.No note was made on any part of thewill to those altorations, andthe attesting,witness (one witness had died)knewk noth-ing about it. Tostator lef t five childrenby a former wife, and the said son H. bYa wife living. Testator l&s said te thetrustee nameèd in the will that he meantto provido for lis son H. ; and this evi-dence was admnitted,' and the will admittedto probate.-Denc v. Deach, 2 P. D. 60.See BEqUEST, 1, 2; DEvisE, 1, 2; ELECTION;

TRUST, 1, 2, 3.
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