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appointment being bad, the last clause exe-
Cuted the power in favor of B., and that there
Was no case of election.- Wallinger Y.' Walin-
ger, L. R. 9 Eq. 301.

8. A share of a residue was left in trust to
Pay the income to C. for life, and then the
trust for M. provided that the trustees might,
if thev thought it desirable, purchase witb
*uch share an irredeernable annuity for the
life of C. and for his benefit. No annuity was
purchased, but the acting trustee, from time
te time, paid C. three-fourths of the capital of

-the share. IIeld, that the power was weli
exercised pro tanto, and that M. wau enly en-
titled te what was left.-Meseena v. Carr,

L.R. 9 Eq. 260.
4. A., having a power of appointment in

favor of children, who were entitled equally
ini default ef appointment, after the appoint-
Muent to, bis first daughter, discussed in s. c.
L. R. 8 Eq. 312; 4 Arn. Law Rer., 477, but
Do0w discusbed on appeal, appointed one-fourth
01 the fund to bis second daugliter B., on lier
Mfarriage, she being stili an infant. But B.'s

fund, like the one settled on the first daugliter,
Was to go te A., in default ef issue et the
Inarriage. A. aise gave bond for a like sum,
te be held on like trusts, on which considera-
hI. sums had been paid. Held, that the reser-
Tfation te A. et an ultimate interest in the furd
ftppeinted vas net, on its face, a corrupt bar-
gain te induce A. to appoint, but an exclusion
ef the rigbts et B.'s busband, and was net a
fraud upon the power.-Cooper Y. Cooper,
L. R.5 Ch. 203.

6.A. settled funds in trust for bis daugh-
tera, B. and C., or one et tbem, as bis son D
Should appoint, and ln detauit et appointment,
the dividende te, be paid B. and C. in equal

8hares during thei.r joint lires, &c. A. died,
0. inarried, and D. appointed the inceme of the
fud te B. for lite, reserving a power et rero-

'Dation, and net interrning B. of the appoint.
r2ent. D., in this, vas carrying out a.
Oral 7 expressed intention in the event et C. 's
Ruarriage, et whieb ho disapproved. One-buif
th1e income was applied by B. te ber own use0*
Oyae-baît vas accumulated, and beld in sus-
Pese Tbis appeintrnent baving been held
YrOid as a fraud on the power, D. appointed'tbe
lu1come te B. dnring the joint lires of B. and
0. absolutely, and B. was formally notïfied.

There vas ne agreement betveen B. and D. as
to tbe disposition of. the ineeme. ffeld, tbat

"6 it appeured te the court that D. had net a
regl Intent tbat B. sbould deal viLli the wbele
fud as bier evu, but thst B. vau amers

instrument te effect D.' purposes, the second
appointment was void.-Topham v. Duke .of
.Portland, L. R. 6 Ch. 40.

See HUBBAND AND WiFz, 4; LIMITATIONS,
STATUTE or, 8; MARRIAGNI SITTLEMENT;
VOLUSTARY CONVETANCE; WILL, 10.

PRACTICE.-See Coave, 8-5; PLEADING, '2; Pux-
VIEOED COMMUNICATION.

PILEROOATIvR.-Sce Fxsug]gy.
PiaUtUMPTION.-Sec DicATH.
PRINCIPAL AND AGENT. - Se HUBBAtîD AND

Wî,E, 2.
PRINCIPAL ANqD SURITT.-$ee ACTION.

VRIYILEGED COMMUNICATION.
Plaintifse baring claimed damages for inju-

ries alleged to bave been sustained by tbem
on the defendants' line, defendants sent tbeir
giedical officer betore suit breught or expresaly
tbreatened, te report te them as te said inju-
ries, that tbey miglit determine whether or
net te yield te tbe dlaim. Held, that the
report vas privileged from inspection by the
plaintiffs....Co88cy v. London, Brighton 4- S. C.
Railioay, L. R. 6 C. P. 146.

See LIBEL.

PIITY.-See ACTION; PeRvîus.
PRODUCTIeN or DoouxuiçT.-See INSPECTION OF

DOCUMENTS; PRIVILEGECD COMMUNICATION;

VECNDOR AND PURCHASER or RzAL EsTATE.
P]tOPERTY.-See COPYRIGHT, 1; INJUNCTION, 1;

F31CURITY.

IPBOXIMATEC CAUSE.- See Ngoi-iaieNcic; RAIL-
WAT, 8.

PUBLIC EXHIBITION.
A., on behait et himselt and certain others,

made a centract by vhich a buder vas to
ereot and te let tW them a grand stand for tbe
Cbeltenbam races. Atterwards A., on behaîf
Of the Gme Partie$, adniitted persona te the
stand, and ameng tbem the plaintiff, recdlring
&,. ecd, wbich vent te the race fond. A.
*mployed a cempetent builder, and did Dot
knew that the stand vas negligently built;
but it vas se, and in censequende feuq and
injured the plaintif. Held, that A. was hable.
As in tbe case et Carriers ot passengerl, there

wau an irnplied underatanding that due care
Wa been used, not @nly by him, but by inde-

pendent contracters emi>îeied by him te con-
atruet tie stand.-.bl4flc1 v. Coekrell, L. B. 6,
Q. B. 184.

PUBLIC POLî 0y._SC4 BEICTRAINT or TRADE.

FRAILWAr.

1. A railway COrnPftY vas beld (rnalnlY Ou
the autîority et previeus Cases) liable for au
injury roeired b>' a passenger in ita train, but
on the lino of another Company, solel>' through
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