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DIGEST OF ENG.LI-S LAW REPORTS.

uts' raising it sooner; andi tbat, thonghi either
party niay by subsequent notice nsake time of
the esence of the contraet, a reasonable time
mst be allosved, whici had Pot been donc.
Tfio decec limited objections to titie to tîtose
mcdo in a letter of Joue 14, 1863, aceompamet
by un opinion of counsel, andi acceptiug the
titie, subject tleeo..Jlt'e v. ie
Law ilep. 5 Eq. 527.

STlARt'.
By the 17 & 18 Vie. cap. 82, sec. 5, no per-

son shil be entitled te recoser in an action
broagl on any foreign bill of exlicange, unless
itl ai fisc stcnp requlreti hy the net upon it at
thie tinie it was transferreti to hlm. In snchi an
action, the plaintiff coulti nt remember whe-
ther the bill was statopeti when lie received it,
but it cas 50 wlsen prodvsced at thetrîi. ld,
prinsc facie evidence thiat the ct lîad heen
conîpliodtii h- Brdiaugh v. -De *ïe, Law
Teop. Sý C. B. 28t3.

STATUTE OrU iijts-c DAMASo, 2; PaCîst
PER.-niSM Icr, 4; TRUST, 1.

STATLTE os7 LIMITTIONS.-&ec JLI-srATIOîÇS, STA-
TL5E OF'.

STOrPAGE. i TRANý,siTE.
Goods were shippedl by A. in Calcutta tu B.

in E n-lanti. B. pledged the bill of lading to C.,
and afleru ards became bankruipt. On, the arri-
val of the ship in whidh the goods wure, C.
ohmained from. the ship's brolcers, on pcaynient
of the freigllt, an overside ordes' for the deli very
of the gooàs. Tihis octier wes presented to tise
oiiei of the ship, who promiseti C. shoniti
have ftic noots as soon as they coniti lie got et
Ilefore the slîlp brolcebulk, A. forbade the dcli-
very of flic goods. J]cid, that A. had flot lest
hiii righit of stoppage in. transýite. The gootis
weere not bi.ought loto tise possession, actuel or
constructive, of B. by the promise to C. After
satisfyig C., A. hati e riglit ho the surplus pro-

cedas against the c'iignree in bankruphcy of
B. -Qoentcy v. Gladstcne, Law Rep. 6 Eq. 44.

TNANe'T IN Coii1MON.-See WILL, 6.
Ti-iE.-See Spcuiei PjinnsosEec, 3, 4.
Trsai ev JLIîv.

Tha defendant ta a bili for an injanction te
protect a legal righit, viz., a patenît, cannot
ûlaim a trial by jury as a astatter of right.
Before St. 21 & 22, Vie, e. 21, and 2,5 & 26 Vie.
c. 42, snclb cases were sent te be tried ah law,
not te obtai e jur.y trial, but hecause the judg-
ment of a comimon law court 'sas requireti.
Bacull v. Iïiteock, Law lIsp. 3 Ch. 417.

TRUST.
L. Whien a persan Ienows that a testator in-

tondis certain property ho lie applieti for pur-

poses othier thsn for bis own benecfît, anti, either
expressly or hy implication, promises so bu
apply it, and It is lcft 10 bimi on flue faith of
that promise, it 15 a case of trnst, aiïd the
tievisee c'inot set uP the Statute oft Frautis.
Deerce of tise Slastcr of the Roill reverseti on
tise evitience.-Joaes -v. _Bcd1dy, Ltaw Rep. 3
Ch. 362.

2. It having beeu hlid, revcrsing the deeisîon
of the First Division of the Court of Session,
that the appeilanîs wvere enititled 10 the fe
simple of certain leuds by a devise ho chnt-
chie uses, two Iinntired y cars before, anti fot
oaly to a cent charge of a certain sin, it wars
furtîser Alid, that tise resposîtent liaving c
kaowlcdged flic trust, cati tue qoiesiot being
only as to is extertt, tise question of prcescription
dld flot arise.- Uïzieersily cf Abc,-dceî v. Lîlc
Law' Tep. 1 IL L. Se. 289.

Il. Dy c marriaoe settiement, matie in 1821,
stock bcLon-ing 10 thc c ife was assigneti to B3.
and aniother. ln trust for the seîparare use of
the wife for life, remainder te tise lic sbanti for
bite; renîchîtier, in defait of chihiticn of the
inarriage, to B. Thc trustees neglcetet to have
tise stock transfecced to 11cm, cuti in 1822 tise
lîuîbaud ant i efe solt i t, andi tile former boit
tise procretis. B. died i0 1829, the laThanti in
1858, and lthe 'elfe in 1864. 'lucre wece no
chlîldren. lIs 1866, 13.'se xecul,,rs clairct the
trust fanti fcomn tise hnsbands' erl île. JJ-eld,
bhiat thec daimr was nol harreti by tae Stetute,
of Limitations (W]sieh diti Rot begbu 10 mun
ntil 18684), aoc by B.'s acquiesceuce. 11is

cognizance of the misapplication of lte trust
funds couiti not bic infccred front ii liaving
taiton no step, foc ciglit years, t0 scnrc tIîem.
Any otixer ce8tai que trust coulti liave eomp1 elleti
the husband's estate to refund; anti the faet
tisat 13. was also e trustee diti not change tbc
case.-Butlcr v. Caer, Law Tep. 5 Eq. 276.

See BANacIsI; LIMIiTATIONeS, ScTUre Or, 3;
Wruaas, 6, 8.

ULTRA VItRE,.

1. In October, 1864, bbc tiefeudaîst coînpany,
hcvinghocrowvct ail lthe msîoney (460,000) wlecis
il was etnposveced te, issucti a dehenture for
£500 te W,. Later in tise saine yeacr, sevenleen
similer tiebenlures svere satiied h5 a sale of
goods on exeetîtion. Fehruccy, 1865, the
directors ce-issueti four tiebenture,, for £500 te
E., in reluirn for Isis chteckt for £1,000, atsd an
overdue Lloydi's bond for £1,000. l"bsrch. 1865,
bliey ro issîtet ten more dehentures for £4500,
to E., forecash; antiin Juiy, 1865, theiîc sueti
onse for £1,000 to L., unîer an agreemnent for
tise hire of orngitnes. By §ý 19, 409 of the Comn
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