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was conveyed upon the trusts of tlie will,
equal to the value of that base to the tenant
in tail.-Isaac v. WVall, 6 Ch. D. 706.

TENANT IN TAIL.-See TENANT FOR LIFE, 2.

TITLE-DEEDS.-See ATTORNEY ANI) CLIENT, 2.

TRESPASS.-See COVENANT, 2.
TRUST.

G. gave freehold and copyliold estatos,
and also personal estate, to two trustees, in
trust as to the roal estate to sel1 it, and stand
possessed of the procoeds of it, togethor with
the personal, in trust for bis wife for lier
life, and then for bis son C. absolutely. The
wife and one of the persons named as trus-
tees died in the testator's lifetime. The tes-
tator died Mlarch 7, 1867. The other per-
son narned as trustee renounced probate, and
did not act as trustee, thouglh e made 1no
formal disclaimer of the trust. Ho died in
1870. May 2, 1867, the son C. took out let-
ters of administration with the will annexed,
and partly administored. C. received the
rents of the real estate, but nover entered
on the copybold, and no tenant was admitted
thereto. He gave no beases, the property
being lot on yearly tenancy. Jan. 18, 1876,
he died intestate. His next of kmn tooli out
letters on bis estate, and clairned that the
real estate mnust be treatod as convorted.
Ris heir-at-law claimed it, on the ground
that C. ball elected to take it as real ostate.
lleld, tbat, when the person named as trus-
tee renouncedt probate, the legal estate de-
volved on C., and tbat, independently of
that, C. must ho beld to bave elected to tako
the property as real estate. -ln re Gordon.
Roberts v. Gordon, 6 Ch. D. 531.

See ELECTION ; FRAUDS, STATUTE 0F, 2.

TRUSTEE -SeeHSBAND AND) WIFE, 1 ; TENANT
FOR LiFE, 2.

VENDOR AND PURCHASER.
A tenant for life without power to bease,

undertook to grant a sixty years' bease at 6d.
rent, with a covenant for quiet enjoymont,
thoe lessee to orect a bouse, as lie in fact did.
The lessee died, and bis son paid ront to H.,
wlio bad corne into possession of the fee.
Subsequently, H. conveyed. the proporty to
the plaintiff, subject to the sixty years' base,
wbicb be supposed valid. The plaintiff sued
for immediate possession. Held, thathle was
entitled.-Snit v. jl'idlake, 3 C. P. D. 10.

See IN-JUNCTic)N-, 2; STOPPAGE i TRANSITU.

XENuE,.- ee JI'RISDICTION, 3.
VESTEt IXTEREST.--See WILL, 2.
VOLUNTEER.-See SETTLEMENT, 1, 6.
WVASTE.-See TENANT FOR LIFE, 1.
XýVATERCOURSE.-.See MINE, 2.
NW L L.

1. A testator gave "laIl that part of

Rugb Y's estate, purcbased by me, conristing
of j ' L., F., K., G., B., andl M., being six
Closes, with the mines thereundor, to bis
son1 for life, witli powver of appointment by
Wiii. The son, by li,; wiii, recîtod that bis

father lef t him "lail that part of Rigby's es-
tate purchased by him," with power of ap-
pointment, witbout enumerating the closes
in the recital. He thon proceeded to ap -
point, under the power in his father' s Wil,
ail the property Ildescribed as that part of
Rigby's estate purcliased by my said father,
consisting of L., K., F., and M."except the
mines, in a certain manner. The mines he
appointed othorwise. There was no0 other
mention of the omittod closes G,. and B.,
wbich lay between those naîned in the ap.
pointment. Held, that the wbole of the six
closes were duly appointed. - Ti-avers v.
Bluiedeil, 6 Ch. D. 436.

2. Testator left £6,000 in trust for lis two
daugliters J. and A., for their respective
lives, in equal moieties, and Ilfrorn and im-
niediately after the several deceases of oach
of them leaving lawful issue or other lineal
descendants lier or thern surviving,"9 upon
trust to pay, assign, and transfer the prin-
cipal fund "lof ber or themn so dying unto
lier or their child or childron, or other lineal
descendants, reupectively, . . . such
child or children, or other lineal descend.
ants, to take per 8tirp)es and not per rap-ita,

... to lie paid . . . to them re-
spectively when and as they respectively
shall attain the age of twenty-one years. "
The income to lie ap 1)lied meantime, if ne-
cessary, for their support ; Ilnovertheless,
the . . . shares of the said chuld or
cbildren,"n the principal, "lshail be abso.
lute vested interests in him, lier, or them
immediately on the deceaso of bis, lier, or
their respective parent or parents." In case
a daugliter should die without loavmng "issue
or lineal descendants lier surviviiug," there
was a gif t over to the other daughj,,ter and
lier issue and lineal descendants, in similar
form ; and, in case both daugliters sbould
so die, a gift over to third persons. Held,
that tlie chuldren of a daugliter wlio died
before their mother's deatli did not take. -
Selby v. Whittaker, 6 Chi. D. 239.

3. A testator gave property to trustees
for sale, and to stand possessed of the pro-
ceeds, to pay bis son £3,000, and to invest
£28,000, and pay the income of £1,000
thereof to lis widow during widowhood, and
pay the incomo of six portions, of £3,O0
each, to bis six daugliters respoctivoly and
their children. At tlie deatli or marriage of
the widow, the £10,000 was to faîl into the
residue. The residue w'as to be divided
"linto as rnany elqual shares as I shall liave
children living at the time of the deatli or
second marriage of my said wife (which shal
first happen), or thon dead, leaving issue; "
£1,M0) out of one0 share was to be held in
trust for lis son and lis son's wif e during
their respective lives, and thon go to their
children. The balance of tlie share was to
bo paid to the son. One daughter's sliare
was to be held in trust ; the shares of the
others to lie paid to each of them living at
the decease or second marriage of the widow.
There was a provision tliat any advances
nmade shonld be deducted frorn the amount


