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CONVEYANCING-RIGHT 0F WA. person had been made liable to contrihute ji

Tlhe decision in Barkshire v. Grub/', 1p. 616, respect of bis policy in his stead.

<'an be best and mnost shortly given in the A few cases stili remain to bu noticed in

words of Fry, J., at p. 6 22 "When there are this I)ecember numnber of the (']ancer), Di-

two adjoining closes, and there cxists over vision Law Reports, which we hope to dcai

one of thei a formed and constructed road, with in our next nuîmber together wvitil those

which is in fact used for the purpose of the in the small instairnents of January and Feb-

other. and that other is granted with the ruary Law Reports, and in the La' Journal

general words, ' together with ail w'avs now reports for the saine month.

tused or enjoyed herewith,' a right of way over ________________________

the formed road wvill pass to the grantee, even
though that road had been constructed during NOTES OF CASES.
the unity of possession of the two closes. and P 3,1HA NAVNEB RE FH A

had flot existed previouisly." SOCIETYv.

ESTATE PER AUTRE N'IF.

I Re Barber, p. 624, max also be dispos0- SU PREME COURT OF CANAI)A.

ed ofshortly bvsaying that the princîple oni
which the decision proceeds is that the ana-1 NT I0
logy of aféesimple estate is to be applied,j NICDOUGAI V. CAMPBELL

50 far as itcan be applied, both as to the .îot~ucAgreemient tI ostoe o~~
capacity and incapacitv of alienation of' an

estate er~ (mire 7egc

wîlbls- .1FINAL. DIVISION" 0V ~r'E
In in re Il, ikins, p. 634, Fry, J., held that

where a testator gave certain shares in the!
residue of bis estate to the children of_
legatees in case the legatees should die be-

fore the "final division" of his estate, hie
must be held to have meant hy " final divi-

sion "the period of one year from the testa-

tor's death. At p. 637 he says -- "On the
supposition that the testator was influenced
by the motives which ordinarily actuauý man-
kind, 1 think that I arn bound to conclude

that he had this period in his mmnd, because
no inconvenience would on that interpreta-
tion resuit from the terms of his will.-

tOMPANV-CONTRIBUTIORY.

0f the next case, in re Albion Li'fe Assur-
ance Society, p. 639, it seems only necessary
to note that on the construction of the

articles of association of the Assurance So-

ciety in question, it was held thaja policy-

holder who had assigned his policy, ceased to

be liable as a contributorv, although no other

I -1861 W. 'M., the owncr of real estate,
created a mortgage thereon in favour of J. '
for $4,000. In 1863 hie made a sul)scqueilt

mortgagc in favour of J. MN., the appellant, tO
secure $2o,ooo, which was duly registered on tue
day of its execution. In 1866 W. M. miortgaged
to C., the respondent, the lands mortgaged tO

J. MI. for the sum Of $4,000, wvhich was intended
to be substituted for the prior mortgage of tliat
aniount, and the money obtained thereon w118

applied towvards the payrnent thereof, and J. M-
executed an agreement that the proposed mort-
gage to respondent should have priority 0 ver

his. In 1875 J. M. assigned his mortgage to the
Ouebec Bank to secure acceptances on whiCbl

he was hiable, which assignrnent was registeredg

and superseded the agreement, which had neyer
been registered, and the existence of which J'
M. had not mentioncd to the bank. C. filed bis

bill against the executors of W. M.,' and again9t
J. M. and the bank. The Court of ýChancefY

held that the respondent w~as flot entitled f0

relief upon the facts as shown, and disi-iss54
the bill. The Court of Appeal afflrrned tlIC

decree as t0 ail the defendants except J. M.1
who was ordered to pay off the plaintiff's tiO"t'
gage, principal and interest. J. M. thereuP0o
.appealed to the Supreme Court.


