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order on the present application cxcept that the solicitor should
pay the costs. He, however, intimated that even though the
solicitor made no claim to costs he mighit, on a proper application,
bc summarily ordered ta render a cash account ; but he thought
the comnmon order to tax does flot involve the taking of an
accounit of ail nionetary transactions between a bolicitor and bis
client independently of casts due from the client.

TENANT FOR LU FE-CovaNANT,-IEPAIRS-NSURANLE.

.hi re Betty, Bdtt' v. Attoruiey-Gcntercd (1899) 2Ch. 821, Norti, j.
lias refused to followv the decision af 1,ekewich, J., in Re Toifison,
Tollifison v. Ati/reu'zs (1898), 1 Ch. 232 (noted ante vol. 34, t). 224)

ancd bas beld that an equitable tenant for life. of leasebolds under
a will is boutid, during the contînuance of his interest, as between
Ilitnself and bis testator's estate, ta perform the tenant's continluing
obligations under the lease, neg, to repair and insure, arising during
bis estate. 1I lhoývevcr, held tlat tlis obliga,,tion does not extend ta
repairs nccessary at tbe commencement ai the tenant for I ife's interest,
nor to breaches oi covenant wbicb liad arisen before the testator's
dcatb. It ccrtainly seem.s mowre consonant wvitb commarnn sense
tli;t tbe devisc of leaseholds sbould take the cstate cum onere,
tbain the contrary, and %v'e apprcend it will be found should the
point cver be taken to an AI),ellate Court, that the conclumion of
North, J., is the correct one.
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13 EII;P. c- 5.

In ,.<. Moîuat, Kigston xIfi// Co. v. Mouat, (18q9) 1 Ch. 831.
This was an action braught by the creditars ai a deceased persan
for tbe administration ai his estate, and for a declaration that a
voluntary, assignmnent of a polîcy af life insurance macde by the
deceased in bis lifetimne ta bis niece, %vas void under the statute 13
IEliz, c. 5. The niece had received the moneys payable under the

policy, and the plaintiffs moved for an order for the payment into
court of the amount so, received, ta abide the result af the trial.
Trhe niece had invested the moneys witb other inoneys an i-ortgage,
and it was contended that the praceeds ai the policy could nat be
folloved. Stirling, J., though conceding that if the policy had
,-,t inta the hands ai a bona fide purchaser for value it could
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