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ADEMPTION.

1. By wiii, made lu 1824, A. gave ail bis
estate to trustees on trust after payment of bis
debts, to divide tbe residue equaily between
sncb of bis hbldren as sbooid lie living at bis
desth, sud tbe issue of suds as sisouid tbeonlie
dead. On tise marriage of bis sou B., in 1849,
.A. agreed to psy the trustees of the marriage
settiement £850 a yesr during tbe lîfe of B.
sud of B.'s wife, sbould she survive B. Ou tbe
deatb of A., iu 1865, held, that tbe gift by will
to B. was adeemed pro tanto by the provision
of £550 a year, made for hlm by tbe agreement
of I 849.-Dawses v. Dawsen, Law Rap. 4 Eq.
504.

2. A., by wiil, dated April, 1864, gave £500
to bis daugbter, sbould sbe marry, the same te
bce paid on the marriage.day, or as soon after
as convanieut. The danghter marriefi in Sep-
tomber, 1864, sud, in tbe following Novembar,
A. gave the busband £400 towards furuisbing.
le aftarwards promised £600 more, but died

before fulfiliing tbe promise. Held, tbat tbe
presumptin tisst tbe legacy of £500 isad beau
pro fuuto adeemed by the gift of £400 wss net
rebuttefi by tbe unfuifilied promise.-cei v.
Dry8d oie, Law hep. 4 Eq. 517.

ADINISTRATON.

1. A testator gave legacies, some of whici
were absolute, assd others contingent on the
legatees srriving at twenty-ouse, sud bo gava
tbe residue of bis estate to A. for life, ransain-
der to B3. Held, tisat, tbougis tbe axecutors
could psy delits sud legacies eut of suy fonds
tbey ploased, yct, as betoveen A. sud B., A. -,s
entstled from tbe dcath of tbe testator to tihe
inrurns of bis estate, after daducting suds por-
tion of tbe capital as, togetber witb tbe incousle
of sncb portion for eue y ear, was required te
psy delits sud absolute legacies. lleld, aiso,
tbat A. wss entitled to the lucense of sncb part
of tbe residue as wss in a proper state of iu-
vestmnent in specie, sud, sus to tbe Test, of sO
muucli consuls as would bava licou produced by
conversion ou the testator's deatb. leid, also,
tbat A. was entitiad to tbe income of tisa fond
set spart to maeS tbe contingent legacies tili
the bappening of tise contingency-Alhusen v.
IVhittell, Law hep. 4 Eq. 295.

2. A doit due from A. was compromised by
tise payment of a large snm, several years aftar

A.'s destb. Hceld, that the amnount due for
principal aud interest at A.'s death must be
treated as a debt due froui his estate, sud tse
corpus reduced by that arnount; aud that auy
beueflt to the estate frorn tlie compromise must,
as bet-weeui those eutitled to the corpus aud iu-
corne, be apportioned iu the ratio of the am oont
due from tihe testator, at lis death, to the for-
ther amouut due fremr bis est'ste at the tiîne of
tise cornpromise.-Jfcclaren v. iStainton, Law
Rep. 4 Eq. 448.

3. A testator directed bis executors to cou-
vert his personal estate wlseu aud as fisey
slsould ses fit, aud gave them power to ssii iss
ships tili they could satisfactorily bie sold. Ho
gave his estate to A. for life, witis reosainder.,
over, aud gave bis executors power to hsvc5 t
at tiseir discration, or allow to remain as tison
invested, ail bis funds iu certain specified secu-
rities. Ris sbips gaiued considerable aaruiugs
after bis death; sud he lhad, at bis destb, large
sums investcd iu the specified securities, sud
.large surns investefi in securities of otiser de-
scriptions, not proper for tbe iuvestment of trust
funfis. lid (1). tisat A. Ovas not cutitird to
tho earuiugs of tbe sbips as lucome, but was
entitlod to iutorest at 4 per ceut. au the velue,
of tise sis fs-ou tise tostator's deatb; (2) tbat
A. wss eutitiad te the actusi iucome of the lu-
vcstments iu tise specified securitias; (3) tisat,
as to tbe uusutborized issvestrnents, A. ws en-a
titiefi ouly to su incouie, from tbe testator's
daatb, equal to the divideuds of tise consols
whIich would bave been preducefi by s sale and
iuvestmeut lu consols at s year from tise testa-
tor's destb, aud not to su inooms equal to in-
terest st 4 per cent. ou their value.-Broum v.
Gellatly, Law Rep. 2 Cb. 751.

4. Part of tbe assets of s testator consisted
of5 a debt due fros -A., osse of bis residuary
legatees B., snoter residuary legatee, died,
intestate, leaviug A. one of bis next of kmn. A.
having becouse bsnkrupt. the exeutor of tise
testator proved tbe debt lu bankruptcy, sud
received s dix ideud. llrld, (1) that tise exacu-
tor of tiSe testator bad not lost tbe riglît to
retaîn the debt, less tbe dividaud, out of A.' s
sbare as residuary legatee; (2) that tise adinn
istratrix of B., wbo wss also sdmiuistratrix dle
bonsis none of the testator, .could usot retaiu the
delt out of A.'s sharo of 13.'s estate.-Starners

v. lflliott, Law Rep. 4 Eq. 675.
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ADMIRALTY.

Iu s csause of wsges, tise Admiralty bas j uris-
distion of a ciuu by a seaman for cousipc usa-


