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the balance of probabitity, even strong donbts not being sufficient
to prove such illigitimacy. L.
Family likeaess may bo & special circomstanes, but,

; ordinarily
spesking, tha least possiblo weight is given to it

L. J
Mortgage——Conditionel sale—Fraud or pressure— Undervalue.

DoraLass v. CULVERWELL.

Where 8 person in pecuniary difficulties excecuied a coaveyanco
of land st np uvndervalue, under circumstauces which tended to
Bhow a betief on his purt that the transaction was intended to bo
n mortgage transaction nd nat an absolute sale—the somo solici-
tor acting for botls partics- the court set aside the insiroment as
‘an abseluto aale,

M. R.

Adminiscration of assets~—=Suit &y anauitant to have annuily secured
—Na arrears due—~Costs.

In & suit to secure an annuity which was charged upon the
whole of the testator’s estate, but in such s manuer that it was
not incumbent on the testator to sell any part thereof fo raisc and
pay the annuity, it appeared that, before snit, the representatives
of the testator bad made the plaintif n beneficial offer to secure
the aunuity, which had been refused, also that the anpuity bad
never been in arrear.

Held, that the plaintiff was entitled to a declaration that the
annuity proved a chiarge on the estate; aud that when any portion
of such estate was sold, a sufficient portion was to be apportioned
1o secure the gnnuity, but that the plaintilf must pay the costs of
the suit up to and including the hearing., Liberty to apply in
case the annuity should fall in srrear.

Benreett v, Derevaste,

V.0 K DANIEL V. AXDERSOX.

Injunctéon——Right of way—Common landlord.

Whatever right may be scguired or linbility incurred by tenants
infer se, that cannot confer such right, or liability on the comman
awner of both properties, isaswuch as a man ¢cannet have & right
or casement agaivst himself; and, thercfore, when the parties
purchiasc of & conmen vendor, whatover rights or Habilitics exist
us between themselves, there are none with regard to him, cnd s
purchaser can only purchase subject to the samo rights aud lis.
bilities as kis vendor Liag or is subject to.

V. C W, Witoe v. Witos.

Fraciice—Staying Proceedingr—=Casis,

A plaintiff who has obtained from the defendant all the objects
of the suit pending the hitigation, is entitled to move to stay all

further proceedings, sud to recover the costs of the suit from the
defendant,

V.0 8. Tue Learuer Crorsn Compaxy v. Bressey.

fujunction — Lessee's covenant (o inaure — Exorbitant premigno

J(V}ial;xhry of sub-lessec— Unsupported allegation as to character—
osts.

A lessee covenanted to insure the demised premises in such
affico as his lessot ghownld sppoint. He sub-let tho premises, and
bi3 sub-tessce covenanted to pay what e sbould pay for insurance.
He insured the prewises, at an_cxhorbitant premiugt, in an office
0% appointed by the lessors. The court granted an injunction to
restrain him from proceeding with an action o recover the pre-
mivia from the assignees of his sub-lessoes.

The bill contained ar allegation that thoe fessee was ngeat of dhe
company in whick he had insurcd the premises.  This was proved
1o be facorrect, and the bilt was amended by striking out the alle-

gation. Plaintiffe were orderel to pay the costs comsequent on
the nllegation.

FAULKNER v, LLEWELLAN,

V. C. K.

Specific perfarmance»—-xigreemnz Sfor lease—Motion to pay rent o
ourt

¥ agrees with i to grant bim o lease for 21 years of a certain
fouse 10 be built, the term to be computed from the timo when it
shall bo completed and fit for habitation. L takes posscasion
Hefore tho house is farnished, and refusing to excevte the Sease or
pay rent, P files o bill for specific performance and payment of
the rent, nud moves for the payment of a year's rent into courtd.
Motion refused witk costs,

Y. C. W, Re Tur Paaxix Lite Assunaxce Sociery,

Hoank's Case. -
Winding vp—Contributory.

A, o sharcholder n o joint stock compapy, gove notice to the
dircctors of & trast deed, by which he bod assigned bis shares to
B and € upon certain trusts.

B and C did not exccute the deed of scttlement, but their names
were entered npon the shore vegister as trustees, snd from timeo
to time they received in that capacity the dividends upon the
shares, as trustees for tho persons named in the deed of trust.

Held, that B apd € were tiable a3 contributories without quali-
fication.

V.C. W,

Copyright—Sale for limited period— Unsold sfock.

Under o purchase by & publisher of the copyright of a work
for four years, tho expiration of the period docs not determine his
right to sell the remaiuing stock priated by bim duringthe period.

Howirr v. Hare.

V. C. W, Darroy v, Hiwt.

1llConstruction—-Gift (o grandehildren—Restrictive twords

enlarged by considering context and scope of will.

Gift by will to “all and every the child and children of tho
tesintor's daughter who should be tiving st the time of her decease”
to bo psid to and become vesied in “such child or children' in
the case of song at twenty-ono, and in the case of dsughters ai
twenty-one or marringe; but if such times for payment should
bappen in the lifetime of the testator’s daughter and her husband
oy the surviver, then after the decease of such sorvivar; but
nevertheless the shaves of “all awd every auch child or children™
to be vested and transmissible on their attaining 21 or merviage,
sithough suck respective times shonid kappen before the deceaso
of the survivor of his said daughter and ber hushand.

1eld, that & child who attnined twenty-one aud died in the life-
time of its mother took a veated interest.

COMMON LAW.

BEX. Mosrrx v, Covgs.

Vegligence— Baslment—Damage—Fvidence of—Verdict for—Nom-
tral damages—New Trial.

In an action on a bailment for negligence, the evidence as to

damage being slight or douhtful, a verdiet for the Plaintiff for

nominal damsges will not be set aside ns peeessartly absurd, un~
reasonable, or inconsistent.

EX. C. ARINSOX v, DEsny.

Tliegal contrart—Money pard under compulsion—Far delictyma—
DLaywment to tnduce creditor to enter wnto composition deed,

The platatiff; being in insolvent circamstances, entered into a
composition deed with his creditors.  The defendunt, one of his
creditors refused to sign unless bo wero paid & sum of money.
By o sceret avrangement the plaintiff paid to the defendant £50
1o induce him to sign the composition deed, which the defendant
accordingly did.

Ield, that the plaintiff was cotitled to recover hack the mo
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in an action for moucey bad sud reccived, o



