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Froaè th4 Amrnencan Law Review.

-ACCUMTLTION.-SC ANUITv, 1.

-ACT 0F GOD.
The defendant owned land uj>on whjch had

been built embankmeuts for the purpose of
-dainming up a natural stream which rant
throngh the land, aud thereby foîming large
*pools. An extraordinary storni, accompanied
by rain, heavier than ever knowu by wititesses
tu have taken place there previously, occnrred;
,and, ini consequeu ce, the Stream was so swelled
that it carried away the plaintiffs bridges.
The jury fouud that flîere was no0 negligeuce
lu the construction or maintenance of the exi-
bankments, and that the storm was of sucli
violen ce as to constitute the cause of the acci-
dent visimejor. lfeld, that the defendant ws
flot liable.-Nichots v. Marsland, L. R. 10
Ex. 255.

1DEMPTION.

A testator bequeathed "ail my sharas or
stock in the Midland llallway Company "to
trustees upon certain trusts, sud bequeathed
his railway estate to others. Atthie dateof bis
'tvili the testator possessed £1,000 stock in said
company, but afterwards trsusferred it to cer-
tajn baukers by way of security for a loan
luade by themn to one S., who gave the testator
an undertakixg to re-t;ransfer the stock within
three xnouths. At the testator's death the
stock had flot been re.tiansferred ; aud subse-
'quently the haukers sold it, and applied it to
the payment of $. 's debt. S. paid £500 stock
into court, but was unable to jay mor-e. Held,
thst the trustees, and flot the residuary legs-
tee, were entitled to said £500) stock-
Botham1sy v. ,Sherson, L. R1. Eq. 304.

.&DVA-XCMENTSge BUSDANI) AND WIFE, 1.

AGRPEMENT.-8oe CONTRACT ; FRAUDS, STAT-
UTE 0F.

1.A testator gave ail his real sud personal
erstate to trustees uj)oii tru.3t, su to vest his real
estate in the Court of' Cfxaucery, sud place his
Personal estate under its coutrol, that hoth
>shOuld heasdministered by @aid court. The
testatÀor then djracted that certain aunuities
ehonld be paid froin the rentsansd profits of his
real aud parsonal estate, sud that, suhject to
sOuci aflfuities, thie income of the trust estale
*mhould ba accuruulated at coinpound interest
nu1tîl the dacease of the st survivor of said
a)Militants, or during such portion of such
'nurviving annuitaut's life as the rules of law
8ahonîd permit ; and that on the daceasa of such.
alirvîvor, ail thxe trust estate and its accumu-
lstions ashonld b. applied by said court in the

urchase of land to he conveyed to G. sud his
airs. Held, that, for the pariod which might

clapsa after thè expiration of twauty-one yaars
from the daath of the tastator to the death of
the surviving annuitant, thare was iutastacy.
G. w"s not entitled, during the life of tha
surviving anunitant, to the trust fuiUds
sibýjact tu tha annuities.-Talbot v. Jevers,
L. R. 20 Eq. 255.

2. A tastator devi8ad his astate to trustees
upon trust to psy tha income for the henafit of
his wifé sud his dauglitar sud sou, sud di-
rectad that, uipon bis youugest child attaining
twenty-one, the trusteas shonld invest s suffi-
dient sum to sacure the receipt of the. au-
ual sum of £50, ivhich. should ha paid inin-

staluxents, as tha divideuds were racaivad, to his
wifa suad, suhj ect therato, the trustees were to
divide the whole of the trust estate in aqual
shares amoug the tastator's children ; and,upon
the death of the wife, the amount invasted to
sacura bar annuity was to ha dividad in like
manner among the cbildren. The income of
the whole fund did not amount to £50 a year.
Held, that the widow was n antitled te have
the deficit in the incoma mnade gond ftom the
principal. -MJickdll v. Wilten, L. R. 20 Eq.
269.

APPROPRIATION OF PAYMENT.

On Dec. 11, the plaintiffs paid ovar to W.,
thair baukar at Southwell, £900 lu notes, sud
eight bills of exchange, amounting to £1, 522 ;
total, £2, 422. This sum was paid under spa-
cifie instructions to W. that it was for the ex-
press purpose of meeting certain accaptances for
£2,280, payable at R.'s, s hanker lu London,
ou Dec. 12. Ou Dec. il, 'W. forwardad said
bills snd £500 lu notes and two other small
checks, total £2,121, with a latter lu printed
form debitiug R. with this suin, aud craditing
hlm witlx £849, which ha wus diractad to psy.
IUnder the head of " Advice of drafts'~ ivre
dascribed tha plsintiff's accaptance for said
£2,820. R. receivad W.'s latter ou Dec. 12,
sud ou Dec. 14 W. stoppad payment. R. than
refxxsad to psy the amounts due ou the plain-
titWs acceptancas, but reained said bilis sud
notes sent to hlm hy B. Held, that as between
the plaintiffs sud R. thera wss no appropriation
of the bills and notes tu the accaptances, sud
tîxat R. was entitled to reasin said bibis sud
notas without meeting the acceptauces. -
Johnson v. Robarts, L. R. 10 Ch. 50.

BÂýNI.-&ce HUSEAND AND WIFE, 1.

BANKRUPTOT. -SC SALE ; VENDOR AND PUR-'
CHASER, 2.

BEQUEST.-See REDEMPTION ; AxNt'xvv; DE-
visa ; LEGAcy ; VENDOR AND PUR-

CHASER, 1.

BILL OF LÂDINO.
The defandants bouglit from M. ail the ore

lu a mine in Spain, to ha shippad ly M. on
ships to ha charterad hy the defendants or
by inu. The nie wss to ha p aid for by bis
agaiuat bills of ladiug, or on the exactution of a
charter, aud ou a certificate that there wa
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