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6ible to show what the testater treated as the
Cleve Court estate to the time of his death;
and that the subsequent purchases passed by
the ivili -Ca8tie v. Fox, L. R. il Eqý 542.

4. Devise of a liouse in trust for A. to receive
and take rente, and ou A.'s decease in trust
for the daughters of Aý who should attain
twenty-one, or lie sooner married, residue of
testitor's estate ever. A. lad a daughter, and
died before the latter attained twenty-one.
Ileld, that the contingent remainder to the
daugliter was supported by the estate in the
trustees; and that the rents accumulated le-
îween A. 's death and lier daughter's attaining
twenty-one fürmed part of the residuary estate.
-In re Edell.i's Trust3, L. R. Il Eq. 559.

5. Devise of lands in parish of H te certain
parties, Ilthe rest of my freehold lieredita-
ments situate in the parish of 11." te S. Thie
first devise was void. Held, that the land first
devised did not pass to S., the devise te hlm
beiug specifie, not residuary.-Springett v. Jen-
ingo, L. R. 6 Ch. 383; s. c. L. R. 10 Eq 488

6. Deviue of "lail and singular the estate and
mines of Aroa,"' in trust to seli, and legacies
to A. and B, ln foul satisfaction of any sums
due fronm testatrix. There was also the usual
devise of lande held as trustee and mortgagee.

The Aroa estate was subject to a mortgage.
the money due on whidh was impressed with
trusts for A. aud B. lleid, that A. and B.
muet eleet between the mortgage money and
the legacies under the will. - Wilkinoon v.
Dent, L. R. 6 Ch. 339.

7. A. testator liaving two great-nephews

sons otf a deceased ulece, and also nepliewi
aud nieces, devised to lis great-nephew A.,
and te lis Ilgreat-nephew B., aud te sudh
other of my uepliews and nieces," &c. In
,oue place the testator called A. lis Ilnepliew. "
Held, that 1 "nephews and nieces" dLd not in-
dodoe great.neplews auJ great-nieces.-Ii re

BMower's Trustsv, L R. 6 Ch. 8.51 ; s c, L. R

11 Eq. 97.
8. Devise of land without words of limitation

te a wife who was made exîcutrix. Testator
directed Il my executrix" te pay a certain sum
te Bl. annually. lleid, tlat tle wife took the
fee.-Pickwell v, Spencer, L. R. 6 Ex. 190.

9. Devise in trust for E , with certain re-

mâiriders te lier chuldren, and ultimate limita-
tion as follows : -, and in case every child bore
or tu e bore should dis under tlie age of
twenty-,oue years, and witbout leasing ioSue,
then t'o the us~e of the htirs and assigus of E,

n8 if s1bo had continued Sole aud unmnarritd ;

re01wc L Itu heirs of tesaIr. 1'. iad a îlîild

wlio died, aged twenty-three, after thie date of
the will, at which date the child was aged six-
teen, but before testator's death. E. assigued
lier interest under tlie will te the defendaut.
The plaintiff claimed as leir-at-law of the
testator and of E. fld, that the ulîlînate
limitation did net take effect ; and if it dîd,
yet E. lad. ne power te assigu tlie estate de-
vised, and tlie plaintiff would take ns heir ef
E. if she lad contînued unmarried. The mule
in Shelley's case did net give E. the fee,
Judgment for plaintiff.-Brookman v Srnithi
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Set Aus; APPORLTIONMENT, 2; 1117SBAND ANDi

WIFE ; ILLEGITIMATE CIIILDEN, 1, 2 ; LEo-

AcY; PERFETUITY; TENANCY 114 COsneON.

DIVORCE.-See JIISDIcTION.

A Britishi subjecs domiciied. lu Frncne, liad

two illeglitimate children by a Frenchwoman,

whem lie afterward married, whep the chli-

dren were legitimated according te the law of

France. Hel, tliat the status ef the children

lu England was te be determined by the law of

France.- Skoltowe v. Young, L. RL Il Eq 474.
EASEMENT.-See DEICATION.

EJECTMENT.
Ejectment ou a forfeiture for breaches of

covenants in a lease. Plaintiff assigned as
particulars of breaches a certain act of fair-

feiture, and failure te pay several quarters'

ment since such act. .Jceld, that alleging the

second ground. of forfeiture wî.s no waiver of
tlie first, or affirmance of tlie tenaucy.-Tole-
man v. Poribiery, L. R. 6 Q B. 245 ; s c. B R.
5 Q. B. 288.

EaECTION.-See DEVIS3E, 6; WILL.

EbMBEZZLEMET.-See INDICTMENT.

ESTATE FOR LiFE.-Set DEVISE, 9.

ESTOPPEL.-See COURT; TRUST.

EvIDENC I.

Iu a wall formîng eue si le of a how3e li-
longiug to A. was a Stone with ail in cr-i1 îioîî

stating the wall tu be the propenîy or B , and
that the grouind eigliteeti foet South ficcm the,

Stone was given to the pub'ic for' aStreet. B.
had a8serted ne dlaim of tutle for ais least

thrty yeams. Jfeld, that the fée of the Street

memaiued lu B., and that A. lad nois gained a,
title te tle wall by adverse possession. The

inscription on the stone wam sufficient te pre-

vent such adverse possession arising -'/illipj-
îon v. Gibbon, L R. 6 Chi. 428.

See ùEçiýE, 3 ; ILLEOITLIMATE CoîIs[REN. 3

LEatex,y 1 LiBEL NeOLIoaRCe, i ON

cUfir; PATLNT, 5 'CUPîI
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