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. te balance of probtbiility, Cen strong deuta not being sufficienit
ta prove buteilIigitimftcy.

ïamily likeaess rnay bo a speeial circumstanco, but, oidinarily
8puitking, te leuat possible vveight lisr t.e t.

L. J. DoraLAss v. CULVEILIVELL.

Whero U pers(,n ln peouniary difficulties executed a coz>veynnco
of land nt n undervalue, iicder circumstautces whicb; tcnded ta
%how a beliet on bie part titat tho transaction was intentird te bû
~a mortgage transaction -)d tiot an absolute sale-the same, sol*gci-
tor acting for hotli ", rtie- elle court set asido the instrument as

ýan absulute allie.

4drAniu(ritli of a»et-Suit Zp annuilant ta haove annutl' 3ecured
-No tzrrears due-Co31i..

Ia a suit te 8ocure au annuity whieb waa cbargetl upon th--
wboie of the testator's estate, but S» sucbt a manuer that it was
not incunthent on the testator to sell nny part thotreofo revlse and
pAy the annuiry, St appeared tient, beDfore suit, the vepresentativesý
of tho testater bail .ndl th" plainiff a benticiai Olier tu acore
Ille annuity, wbicb hall bren refusoil, algo ibat the atinuity hall
nover bren in arreny.

ld, that the plaintiff ias entitled ta a declaration that lthe
anniuity pro,:ei a charge on the estate; and Chat %vhen auy portion
et 'sucll estRte vas sold, a suficient Portion Was a be ho pportioncil

ta e ccor the annuit'y, but that to Plaintiff Must PnY lte coats of
tho suit up ta and inclading the bearing. Liberty Io apply in
case the atinuity zhoulil fait in terreur.

V. C> K. DAMEtL 'V. ANDERSON~.
IaJuncUa-l? of fway-CMMon Zand(oercZ.

Whatevev iigbt; znay bc acquiroti or liability incnrrcli by tenants
in"fer ar, tîxat cannot confer such. rigit, or lîaiity ou te commnno
oivier ef bolli prepprties, loasuoucit as a mian catneS have a right
or casemQut agaiuat bimself; and, titerefere, viten the parties
purcitase of a comamun venlier, whatover rights or liabibities exist
lis betacen timemselves, tem re nulne wit regard te i, andI a
purchaser can onty parchase subjeet te te sane rigbts aud lia.
bilitics as bis venter Las or ls abtject te.

V. C. W. WixtoC V. Wiaoe.

A plaintiff who bas obtainedà fromn the defendant aIl te objects
of Ilte suit poudfing te litigaiil.i l entîtieti te move Su Ft»Y ail
furtiter procreiLinge, elud Ce reenver te cioalý5e! lte suit froin thte
dLfendaut.

V. C. S. Tur La-&rusn CLOTII COMPANY V. BUCSSMv
Ltuctn- Leszte's coenrant Co ittture - £zrdotpreinium-

I.io&mit(i of .xub-rsac- Usupporieci aliciation as te characer-

A lesac covenanteil te lasure the detaisoil prentiscs in Snell
OlMCO as3 bis Icsr ellouid appoint. lie suit-lot the premîses, auj
his suit-lessce covenanteil te pay vitat h sheuld pay for insurance.
lie insured the preamises, at an exhurbitaent premm, ia nu office
Dot appoÎnteà hy the lesr,. The court granteil au ioJonctioa ce
restraiu hLme frona proceeding uitlt an action te recover Ilbe prc.
aiium froin te assigaca o! bis stidessees.

Tite bill contained z a nîbgatien tiat liteu lessc Wa agnt Oftille

te bic incorrect, and te bill nas ,iiiioti by striking out thte alie-
galion. Illaintiffs were orderci te pay te cç)sSa ceuequent on
lie idlegasiols.

V. C. K. FAVýLKNsR V. ,E5L.

S e rfornnc-lrem for lease-MIoioit to pay rent ent
Court

F agrecs iriit L to grant hLme a lease for 21 yenrs of a certain
bouse tI o but, te term te bo coinpeuted frein the lime wben il,
slial ho czunploted and fit for habitatio)n. L. takes Possession
before te boeuse la furniste2, andtI cuslag to e.tecute the jesse or

pziy veuit, P? files a bill tur epecific Performance andI Payment of
the vent, andI moves for lle paymeot of a year'ts vent iID court.
'Niotion refusedwvitb coats.

V. C. W. Rus TellIîesî Lia %.qsuné%N-c Socirvv,

li';*ndia2 ap-Cottribeilory.
A, a sbarebolder ina en t stock conxpany, gave notice tu lthe

eirectors of a tr»ust decil, by xvbîcl ho bdtb assigneil bis shares to
BandI 0 upon certain trusis.

B andI C mlii not, execute the detil uf settlearnt, but their nameg
were enterel mmpmn Ste hAure regigtor as trustees, and fruta limo
t0 tin they receîved in that cttpacity thu dividentis upon tihe
shares, AS trusteDs fAr tib1 perSOns naImed Su theo ieeti Of trust.

)fdld, tieat B3 andi C vere tiable as contrittutories wititout quali-
fication.___________

V. C. W. IIOWItv V, IIALL.

Copyri,»)t-Sale '*r flmeneperlod.-.Usofd stock.
Untior a purchase hy n publLýher et te copyright of a work

for four years, the expiration et the poriod docs net 4etermine his
right te cil te remaioîntg stock Priated by teim during the p*riuil

V. C. W. DALTONt V. HIILL.

Il-Constructin- Gift (o grne de-Rgiieserd.s
enlarged ty cea.udcring ceatexe andi scOpie of iii.

Oift by eiii to Ilait andi evcry te citilti and ildren uf tho
lestator's daugiterwvio shoolti ho living at the timo of ber decease"
te ho pitid tu andi breome yesto in la I sucli chilti or chiltiren" Sa
the case ef sous at twenty-ouno, and in the case or aîlughters at
twenty.onoe or maTrvige; but if such times for payment eihould
happen ltin t lifutimeof t ie testater's daugliter and i er biushanti
or te suvrut-r, lhen afler te dectase of such survivor, but

evrieeste sharies et anit and every sucit citilt or cliibdre)x"
to bo veatet anti transmuissible on Cheir attaining 21 or mat-t-age,
allhtiogi snob respective tintes shoniti bappen liefore the deccaso
etf tho survivOr of bis saii tiaugbter anut ber husaad.

1leld, that a bitti vite attaineil twenty-ono sudl diet in the lite-
Cime ot lit motber look a vested interest.

COMMON LAIV.

EX. MýosrN~ v. Cotes.

inal danm<ge-New T'rial.
Io an action on a bailment for negligonce, te evidence as Io

damage being sliglit or douhîiful, a verdict for tho laintiff for
nominal (5niagea içili nel, b selt libido as ncccssarily absurd, un-
reasouable, or incousisteut,

EX. C. Arso-, v. y% .
IllgeJal odMuj poid undfr eonpien-Par deiilm...

ptzywenite (0ndlice crcder te enter tatao cempositmea deed.
The pitaiTbeig in insjoJrncur itaca entered into a

composiliuo deed eith bis ecditors. The defenibînt, ue ef bis
creditors refused to aignunies% ho weru paiti a Funi or xnoney.
Biy e secret arrangoaxent îli plaîntiff palid te thte defendnt £6>O
to intince hinm te sigle lme composition deeti, which te defentiant
t=01rdiugly diti.

*licid, titut Ille plaintiff was enltitied te Tcecover back te ane'y
Mu on action for nmoney hten aud received.


