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gaget- got judgsuent against tht-tu, auJ an order
to charge the wife's incomte as it came duie.
Held, tbat tbe s-estraint on anticipation could
in rio case be evaded or set aside, t-yen iii case
of sncbi gross fraud. -Stasnley v. Stanley, 7 ('h.
D. 589.

Apptl 'TMENT.
A te> tator gave rt-ai aud personal propertv, in

trust for bis widow for life, and lit bier (leath for
bis child-eîi, as sie sbouid liv deed or will ap-
point, andi in defauit of ap)pointineuit, to tbein
equaiiy. A son covenanted by bis antennîttiai
settiesuent tbat if lie rt-ct-ived anvthing underi bi
father's will, by virtue of any po~wer of appoint-
ment, or in defanît of appoiîstment, bie woultl set-
tic the saine on the setticînent trusts. The- testa-
tor's wîdow sxibsequentiy, hy leeti ciuntainîng
power to revo ke, ai>pointt-d property to the son
abs4oluitely. L'bu son then went througii batik-
ruptcy ;auJ finally the- widow died. without
having rcvîîked lier apl ,iutusient. l P, that
the soir bad ail iustere.st iui(itr the xciii ii the
proîucrtv befître tbe widiv appinited it to bii,
and tiierefore the truste- in hankruiîtcy was
not entitled [o it as against the- trusts of the
inarriale settiemeuit, under sect. 91 of tht- Bank-
ruptcy Act.-- lu re .Aîd-eie's' Tut,7 ('b. 1).
635.

Sec POWER.
Aï3siONMENT.

B. îroved agaiust tise estate of L, a batik-
rupt, for a certain sum ;anti then, for con -
t4ideration, agreed to "usîdlertake to pay over "
to C'. ail tbe tlividcnds î'oming to bimn in respect
of tht- claius. B. subsejueuitiy xvent iuîto batik-
ruptcy. Held, tlîat the- above transaction "'as
a valid assignsnent of a chose in ad/ioni, l re
Ire/up,.. Ex paurte Brett, 7 Cii. 1). 419.

Sec COVENANT, 3.
ATTORNEY ANtI CLIENT.

1. -Defendant, a Scotch advocate, wvas legal
adviser aîîd agent for two ladies, as trustees for
their father's estate. TUnder his direction, twvo
bouses belon-ing to the estate were soid, noms-
nali to defendant's brothet', but lu reahity (le-
f entîdan t Iiiself w'sti hpiis-claser, tht ugli with-
ont the kniîwvedge of bis clients. Hcld<, that
the iturchase could r.ot be eniforcedl. MViPcî--
son v. WVatt, 3 A1 îp. ('as. '254.

2. During the pîrogress of a suit, tue islain-
tiff s miortgaged tlieir interest in the estate con-
cerncd iii the suit to the. defendants tberii.The îîlaintiffs' suIicitiir sanctiuîned the mort-
,r -, and subseqiiently got bis costs iu the-said
suit clsarged on tbe itiaintifis' interest iii the
e.state. Held, that under the- cil cusostances tbe
mortg-age nmust be l)ostliiîit-( tu the- costs, as
the ilefentititts mnust be biels tii bave known ouf
bis lien wben tbey took tise murtgaige.-- Fitt-
fui v. Etrî,i, 7 ('b. 1). 495.

BANK.-Sec BILSt. ANDI NorEs, 4.
BANK Ru'Tcy. -- Sec AN-NUýiry ; APPîotNTMENT;

AsswGEMENT COMîPOSITION ; FIXTsîsES,
LEAsE.

BEQU EST.
J. bequeathed "£i,0H0 D) stock of the- 1,rail-

way . . now standing iu the- books of the
C()mpany.in the- naines of .. tise trustees of
nsy marnage settierrent .. wlsich stock it
is niy intention to bave transfcn'ed into iiv
name . . . unto C (I' and A., in trust for
G. " Shortly after'the date of the- xvill the- L.
railway paid off the- stock; andi just bt-fore bis
tleatb testator bial tbe aminut received for' it
investeti in the stock of tbe Y. railway, iii tbe
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nrames of the trustees of ]lis marriage settie-
ment. Hi ld, [bat tiiere was ademiption (of tbe
specific legacy, and the Y. raiiway stock be-
longeti to tbe resi(liary legatees. le G'îii: v.
Fine/t (3 Mer. .50) anJ ('/uurÀ v. Broiwne (2 Sii.

Giff. 5'24) ci-iticised. Harruîon v. Jsk-n
7 Cb. 1). 339.

BILL (iF LAlsuNi.
A bill oif lading fotra cargo of wbeat, sbipped

at N ex York fuir Glasgow, contained an exemnp-
tion front liability for loss, front perils of tbe
sea, tir hi ss lure to tbe negligence of the officers
or crew of the shi1 t. Tlie cargo was injured
by sea- water aiinîitted into tbe isold, as tbe
jury found, tive days after sailing, through a
port-bole negiigentlv left uusfustened by the
crew ;but [be jury 'dii suit flusî whetber tbe
îiort-bole was left untasteneti befitre tbe sailiuug
tir subseqisently. Helt, tîtat tue case nitist lue
remanîteti foîr a flidig oui tItis potinît, the- tqnes-
tii n tîf liaitility (ii eeding ilituî wbetber thue
inilieti warranity if seawtirtlîiiess at the consl-
iiienceîîieiît tif tue votyag.e iîad bt-c îsîplied
xvitb. *'t<i e it til. v. T/se Stute Liîc Steoiiisui4p
Co.,1 3 Aptp. L'as. 72.

B iLLS A N NOT ES.
1. The plaintiff, a mercbant in London, Pro-

cured a biais tif £15,000) tif the defendant batik,
oit tise security of a car.go oif gîttîus iu trauîsut
to Motntc Video, anti of six bis of exchange
tirawui iy ini tit S.. tise ettsiguoce of tbe goods
iu MNonte Vitîcî, aisi accu-pteil by the- latter.
Two of tbese bis iaaving bt-en paid and two
dislionttured, tise tiefentiaut baîîk, tbrougb its
hrasîch in Monte Vitiet, prtpttsed to sdil tise
goods at once, wises tbe plaintiff wrote tie
defendant not to sdil, and sent bis check fttr
£'2,500l, as additional sectsrity, aîiding, tbat
wben tue bis were îîaid "vins will oif co urse
refuîîd us tIse £2, 500.'' Tue defendîasst drew
tise chteck, anti, tue ttiti tu t bis biai ing
1)een tlisltisîtuî-et. tise defesîdaist took liroceet-
iiigs àgaiiist Sas a resiîit of wisicb the goouis
Were, xxîti pLsisiitifs cuisent, soltI, and tie
bis, witîsîut îthsaisîtiWs*,; kssowletige, delivervl
uit tii S. cassceiied. 'l'lie li cet-is tif tise oode
were susufficieut, eveis Noitis the- £2,500, tt)
satief v tbe dlaim. Ht/ld, tiiat tise 1tiaintiff
t'tiild inot rectîver tise £2,500 fî-om tbe defendl-
aut. vthiit . T/lli -îîie Banîk of Pi

t
e

Rima Pt-ste, 3 C'. P. D. 60.
2. A bill of exochstîge dnawn by a firi lis

orle* cotunutry uptttt tise saisie firni su anotît r
coîutr'y anst acceitted its tbe latter lace, hum
îierhsîips strictlv a pritmissory note lut tise
bttlder sisay treat it either as a îîronsisstury nsote
or as a btill of excîsange ;asîd wisere it ajîpeai
to bave beetî tbe intention that it shouiti 1e
negotiale ils tbe market as a btill tf excba; ge,
it shousît be treated as siic. - IViltuts et ai. v.

Afr ct il. , 3 Apt1 . ('as. 133.
3. l1y 19 & 20 N'ict. c. 97, § 61, "no accu) t-

atîte ouf a btill of excisang-e, isiatsd or foreig
sitail 1w sustilcient tii bitid or cisarge aîy person,
untte.s the saine u- in wtitiisg oit sisci bill, andi
sig-ned bv tise accelittr, tir nsoîxse îersîtn t11s1y
auîtlîtrizt-d by Iisini." Btidl, tlsat the mwd

acce itei," writtes across tise face tif tbe bil 1,
asnd un-iet, diii sot satisfy tise statute. -
Hittiiynh v. Buuttey, 3 C. P. D. 136.

4. Tise plaintiffs, bidders oîf a îtroitsissory
iif t'e ptayable at tise M. brancb of tise defeatî
iu:tîk, satnd trawîs by uparties lsaving an account
ait tihe Y. brandli tof trie said batik, tieposited
it witi tise S. brancb of saisi banik, to be sent
tut tue M. branch for coîllection. The 'M.


