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2. Bequest of personalty to trustees in trust
for the testator's daughter for life, and after
lier death to ber chidren as she sbhould by
Will appoint. She appointed to trustees iii
trust for.her chljdren in certain proportions.
The Court refused to take the fund from the
llrst trustees and baud it to the trustees ap-
Poiuted by the daugliter. The appointment
Wa8 valid.-Buik v. Aldarn, L. R. 19 Eq. 16.

3. A testator devised property in.trust for
Afor life, and after A.'s death in trut for

A. 's chidren, or sonie of thein, as A. should
hy deed or wilI appoint. A., by will, appointed
a aixth of said property in trust for eacli of lier
six cbildren living at tbe testator's decease
for life, reniainder upon snch trusts and for
Buch purposes as eachi chuld sliould by will

5poit witli limitations over in default o~f
5 ppointmeut. Hcld, that A. 's power of ap.
Pointin ent was well exercised.-Slark v.
Dakylis, L. R. 10 Ch. 35 ; S. C. L. R. 15 Eq.
307.

làNKB]UP'rCv.

1. The drawer, acceptor, and endorser of a
bill of excbange becanie insolveut, and the
holder realized a portion of the bill froîn
certain securities. Before the holder had
realized lis security he proved for the full
Ornouut of the bill agaiust the endorser, who
Wag in liquidation, and received a divideud.
lfeld, that the proof nmust be reduced by tbe
Ornount the bolder received froin the security,
and that any excess of dividend must be re-
Paid to the liquidator. -In re Barned's Bank-
lflg Go. E parte Joit Stock Di.scount Co.,

L.R. 19 Eq. 1.
2. Amnu went through the ceremony of

'flarriage witbhis deveased wife's sister. H1e
8ubsequently separated from lber, sud
IcOveuianted witli trustees to psy lier au
auinuity for their joint lives, with a proviso
that if tliey sliould ever conie togetber again

*the deed sbould become void. The inan be-
C-ame bankrupt. Held, tbat the value of the
alnuuity- ou the wife sbould be estimated

*itoutregrdto the proviso, wbich was
"Od sthe parties could not legally ever

coue together, and that said estimated value
e.5s provable againat the banikrupt.-Ex.

Parite Naden. I re Wood, L. R. 9 Ch. 670.
83. A., carrying on bqsiîîess in London sud
hangliai, ap îljied verbally, whule in Prussia,

to B., a merchant iu Prussia, for a credit of
£5000. B. agreed to open tlie credit on re-
leiving a deposit of the title-deeds of A.'s
hOlse at Sbanghai, and A. subsequently wrote

!r0tu, London accepting these ternis and seud-
% gthe title.deeds. B. accepted bis drawn
WA A. neglected to have the deposit of
title.deeds registered at Shanghiai, and subse-
?, nently went into liquidation. B. applied

Or au orderdirectiug the trustee to cause A. 's
Olise a t Shianghai 'tO be trausferred to lim.

'&cCording to tbe law of Prussia, A. wss per-
60iIalIy bound to psy B. 's debt hefore lie
eould demand the title-deeds, but B. lield no
Yahid inortgage on the bouse as agsinst other
~edators of A. Held, that, wletber the con-

tle ewe*A. and B. was to be governed

be liussanorEnglisli law, there was a con-tatbinding upon A.whicli was binding up-

on bis trustee iu liquidation.-Ex parte
Holtkause;&. I re Schiecbler, L. R. 9 Chi.
722.

See CONTRACT; PÂRTNERSHIP, 2 ; PRINCI-
PAL AND AGENT, 2.

BARRATRY.-See BILL 0F LADINO.

BEQUET.-Sée ADEMPTioN, 2 ; ANNUITY; DE-
visE ; ELECTIO'N, 1 ; LEGAcY ; T.RUST.

BILL 0F LADING.

Diamouds were sbipped to be delivered,
"6pirates, rolibers, tbieves, barratry of master
sud mariners, pilferage," inter alia, excepted,
sud the ship-owner wvas not to be liable for
damage capable of being covered by insur-
suce. Tbe diamonds were stolen wheu on
board slip, eitber on lier voyage or after lier
arrivai in port, befoire the turne for delivery
arrived ; but there wss no evideuce to sliow
wbetber they were stolen by one of the crew
or by a passeuger, or, after lier arrivai, by
some person froin the shore. Held, that tlie
" thieves" excepted did not include persous
ou board tlie vessel ; that it was for the ship.
owner to sbow that the tlieft came wîthin
said exceptions, sud that lie liad flot sliown
tbat tlie diarnonds were stolen by some per-
sou riot belougiug to the shlp, sud was there-
fore liable for tlie hoss. Also tbat tbe

"damage" mentioned above iucluded total
destruction, but not s loss occasioned by the
total bodihy abstractiou of tbe tliing.-Taylor
v. Liverpool & Great Western Steam Co.,
L. R. 9 Q. B. 546.

See BÂNKRUPTCY, 1.

BILLS AND NOTES.

Four firins uuited in a trading adventure,
sud agreed tliat " the fiuance of the busines
be carried on by acceptauces of the several
parties interested as inay froin tume to tinie be
arranged. " Tbe association was known
smong its members as tbe A. company, but it
wvas neyer registered, uor was tbe partnership
knowu to tbe public. Said sdventure bad
been csrried on previously by one of the firins,
sud was contiuued in the saine naine. Bills
were drawu by one of said firins for the pur.
poses of tbe sdventure, sud accepted by tlie
firin carrying on tlie business. Held, that
said buis bound only the parties to the saine,
sud could not be proved against tlie associa-
tion on its wir.ding up. -hi re Adansonia
Fibre Co., L. R. 9 Cli. 635.

See BANKRIUPTCY, 1 ; CIIECK ; INTERROGÂ-
TORIES.

BOND).

1. Wbere the Court inferred from. a bond
couditioued to be void if the obligor should
not practise as surgeon witbin certain limita,
tliat there wss an agreemnent by the obligee
to employ the obligor so long as the obligee
should see fit, it was )ield that there waa
sufficient consideration to support the bond.
-GUravely v. Barnard, L R. 18 Eq. 518.

2. A., wbo was in delit to tlie defendant,
applied to bis step-daugliter, tlie plaintiff, who
wus twenty years of age, te, beconie security.
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