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another. I silude t., the. office of chief of
Police in cities and gaolers in coiunties. Iu

the. former case the police commissiolles
make the appointments, and the. council je

required to pay him a "1reasonable salary,"
and it has been held that it ie not in the
oommissboners, power to fix what that saary
maY b. (Prince Y. foonto).

In the latter case, the sherjiff appointswhile
the. county council je to, fix and pay the sai-
asy.

I think, il the. legisiature intended the.

higli Constable to receive a salary, or anY
sum beyond ordiziary feee, they would have
no expressedl themeselves. No doubt the de-
fendante could make themeielves hiable by
resolutions or by-haws, but there, je no pre-
tence that they have doue no.

1 thinky however, that a]lîhough the defeu-
dante are not liable for any future paymenftd,
tii.y shouhd, in equity, pay the salary for the
one quarter upon which the plaintiff h&h
entered, and for which he has perforiiied
the duties. On that grouud only I give
judgment for huxu for the. amounit claimed,
being, however, of tih. opinion that the de-

fendante wiil not be hiable for any future
payasents.
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AnANDoNmT.-See INsuRANcE, 2.

AcouNTrs
1. Iu a bil by principale againet agents, to

take accounte or rectify accounts already set-
tled, the transactions extended over nearly
twenty years, and many errors and over-
charges were aileged - eld, that although
the. labour was enormous, it was a case for re-
opening the aecounts, and not merely one to
"surcharge and falsify."- William4on v. Bar.
botn-, 9 Ch. D. 529.

2. lu the settiement of partnership accounts
macle in 1865, the plaintiffalleged asingle error
of £950, and another formai error. IIeld, that,

their being no frad, h. b. allowed to sur-
charge and falsify, thue ailowing the. accomit
to stand as a whoie, and only rectifying it
where the plaintiff should plainly show error.
-Geihing v. Keighlej, 9 Ch. D. 547.

See PÂRTNECRSHIP.

ACQluIScxNcz.-See BANKRupTCY, 2.
ADMINIsTRATION.

The Probate Division granted a general Pro-
bat. of the wii of a Scotch testator. In spite
of the opposition of a majority of the eeu
tors, thie Division granted the usual. decree
for administration of ail the personal assets,
not limiting it to those in England. -Stirling-
XVaxweil v. Oartuprigkt, 9 Ch. D. 173.

See PARTIES.

ADVANCES.
By hie will, made in 1864, a testator madle

hie six children hie residuary legatees, and,
Srovided that the sume which ho Ma lent to.
jes two ions should be deducted from the.

shares which they wuuld be entitled to. Sub-
sequently h.e wrote to each of hie sons, offer-
ing to write off part of the debt in each case,
if the son would eend hum a promissory note
for the balance. It did not appear that any
notes were given. He died in 1874. Held,
that, in spite of the letters, the sons mus%
bring the entire dèbte into hotchpot.-Smit&
v. Conder, 9 Ch. D. 170.

ANciE&NT LiGH&-See ]RAILWAY, L.

ANNUITY.f d eeG. gave a legacy to hie wife and empoee
his trustees to deniise portions of hie, real
estate for terme of yeare, for building purposes
and otherwise, as they thought proper, during
hie wife'e life, to neII and dispose of the pro-
perty, and to inveet it no as to raise an annuity
of £1,200 for her during her life, payable quar-
terly. Subject t. the annuity, the trustees
were to set apart other portions of the income
for hie children. The residue he g ave to,
hie children. The yearly income of t he trust
estate did not amount to £1,200. *HekI, that.
the widow couid not have it macle up out of
the corpu.-Cee v. Mahood, 9 Ch. D. 151.

See TRUST 1 ; WILI, 3.

AppoiNTMENT.
.P., the donee of a power t. appoint by deeiN

or will, in favour of her Ilissue respectively
to ho born before any such appointasent," re-
cited, in her deed of appointaient, the power,.
her desire to act under it, and that sie had,
three children, and appointed the fund to her
daughter F. for life, and, at her decease, to.
her children, ini equal shares, on their respeo-
tively attaining twenty-one ; but if any of
them should die before that aie levn issue,
then the share of them so dying should go to
their issue, veeting at twenty-one. If the said
F. should have but one child attaining twenty-
one, to, that child absolutely. In case F. shouid
die wejhout leavig any child or issue who
ehould take a vested sare in the trust-fund,
another disposition was made, F. had. six
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