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close an its face matter which arose since the
commencement of the action.-Brooks v Jenooings,
Law Rep. 1 C. P. 476.

2. To a decinration for false representation,
whercby the plaintiff was induced to pay
£2),000 and " sustained loss, and wvas adjudicatcd
bank-rupt, and suffercd personal annoyance, and
was put to trouble and injured iu character and
credit," the defendant, except as to, the dlaim in
respect of the adjudicaûtion in bankruptcy, and
the rernainder of the personal damnage alleged,
plcaded that, before action, the plaintiff bad
licou ndjudicated bankrupt, that the Ios, Sus-
taiined was pecuniary, and that the riglit to sue
for it passed to the assignees. li!.that the
plcs was a good answer to the whoie declara-
tien, and might so bave been pleaded.-lodgson
,r. Sidney, Law Rep. 1 Ex. 313.

SeC BILLS AND NOTES, 2.

1. TJnder a conveyanee to trustees of ]and,
together witlî the mines tiiereunder (the land
containing both opened and unopeucd mines),
snd a power to grant leases for fourteen years
without mcutioniug mines, noue of the leases to
lie made dispunishable of 'vaste, the trustees
have no power to grant leases of unopcned
mines..-Cleggq v. Rowland, Lawv Rep. 2 Eq.
M6.

2. A. gave personal estate to trustees, on
on trust for L. for life, andi, on lier death, for
the beniefit of the hieirs of the body of L., to
educate the said heirs, and to pay to the snid
lieirs ssid estate at their respective ages of
twenty.one, in oucli proportions as L. migblt by
dccd or wvill appcint. Held, t bat the objects of
the power were sucli of the statutory next of
kmn of L, as were descanded froru lier.

L. by will appointed £100 to a stranger to
the powver, and the balance of the fuud (sfter
Payment of legacies to objects of the power),
ameutnting to £260, to puy bier debts; and
4should auy surplus remain," she gave it to E.,

an object of the power. Hetd, that the £100
wss uuappointed, aud did flot pass to E., but
that the £260 went to E., free from the charge
of delits, which was invalid.--Jaffresait's Tritsts,
Law Rep. 2 Eq. 276.

3. 'W lien the court of probate is sntisfied that
a bona fide question, whethcr a married Woman's
ivill is an execution of a powver, is intended to
lie raised, it will grant limnited probate of sucli
a will, tlo enable the question to be determincd
in Chancery.-Pcaqlar v. Tonguc, Law Rep. 1

P.& D). 158.

Sc SEPARATE ESTATE, 1; Tîeusr; WILL, 18.

PRACTICE (AT LAw).
1. The venue of su information filed by the

attorncy.gencral to the Prince of Wales, to
recover dues payable in Devon to the Prince us
Duke of Cornwvall, was laid ira Middlesex. It
appeared that all the witnesses to facts residcd
in Devon; but that, as the defendant disputcd
the i>rince's rîgit, to the dues, the records of
tIre Duchy in London woîîld bave to bc pro-
duced rot the trial; on these facts, aird ou the
grounel that the Crown could allege an iuterest
aud dlaim a trii 1 at bar, an application by the
defendaîît toi cliange the venue to Devon wns
refused.-Ato;ney-General te, ile Jrinceof Mâlaes
v. Crossman, Law Rep. 1 Ex. 381.

2. If a defendant bas a day's time to plead
after an event, sud the event happens on Fridny,
lie can plead at any time before the opening of
the judgment office on Monday; the ride order-
ing that service of pleadings, made aftcr 2 I'.M.

on Saturday, shall le deem-ed made on Monday,
sot being intcnded to affect the rîghts of par-
ties, but only to relieve the clerks.-Co;(enelly
v. .Brenner, Luw Rep. 10O. P. 551.

3. The court will sot, on the motion of the
defeudaut, interfere with the discretion of a
judge not chanibers, Who, on a sumnmons to set
aside rau execution for irregularity, with costs
bas muade the order ns 1)rayed, on condition that
the defendaut bring no action.-Bartlett v. Stin-
son, Lawv Rep. 1 C. P. 483.

Sec API'EAL; AWARD; INTEIOPLIrADER; 1-
TERROGATORIES.

PRACTIcE IN EîîUITY.-Se EQUITY PRAcTICE.
PIIESCRIPTIoN.I.--SCC WATERCOUR5E, i.

PRINCIPAL AND AGENT.
1. The defendant satlorizeal an insurnce

broker at L. to underwrite policies iu lais naaie,
not excecding £100 on auy one risk. The bro-
ker, withaout defendaut's knowledge, uuderwrote
a policy for the plaintiff for £150. The plain-
tiff did not know the limitation on the brokcr's
authority; but it is notorious in L. that there
is, in nesrly ail caseA, a limit of some sort ian-
posed on brokers wlîich is flot disclosed to third

persons. ïa an action en the policy, hlred, that
the defendant was not fiable even to the extent
of£100.-Baines v.iewin, aw ep. iEx. 320.

2. A trader doing business as M. & Co.
ordcrcd goods of the plaintiff, and before their
dulivery executed a composition deed, of which.
the defendants were inspectors. The plaintiff
afterwards wvrote te the debtor, informîng han
that, the goods were ready for delivery; and
the defendants replied, requesting him te send
thegoods, and signing for M. & Co. The goods
werc sent, but not pald for. The dccd allowed
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