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this bill, praying that the original lessor
might be ordered to execute a lease in accord-
ance with the lessee’s agreement with the
plaintiff, and for an injunction restraining
said action. The plaintiff contended that
said disclaimer merged. the term granted by
the defendant in his reversion, subject, nev-
ertheless, to said agreement. Bill dismissed.
—Taylor v. Gillott, L. R. 20 Eq. 682,

3. An agreement for a lease of mines and
minerals provided that the lease should con-
tain all usual and customary mining clauses.
Held, that the lessor was not entitled to have
inserted in the lease a proviso for re-entry on
non-payment of rents or royalties, or if and
whenevar there should be any breach by the
lessee of any of the covenants and agreements
contained in the lease.—Hodgkinson v. Crowe,
L. R. 10 Ch. 622,

See LANDLORD AND TENANT ; SPECIFIC
PERFORMANCE, 3.

LEcacy.

1. The testator gave the residue of his prop-
erty upon trust to distribute the same *‘to
my relatives, share and share alike, as the law
directs.” Held, that the residue must be dis-
tributed wccording to the Statute of Distribu-
tions ; that is, per stirpes, and not per capita.
—Ficlden v. Ashworth, L. R 20 Eq. 410.

2. The testator bequeathed £10,000, with
interest on the same at four per cent from his
death, to trustees, upon trust to pay the in-
come on certain persons during the life of A.,
remainder over. The testator’s estate was
not sufficient to pay his legacies, and the re-
alization of his estate occupied several years.
The court directed that all sums applicable to
said legacy and received by the trustees should
be divisible reteably between capital and in.
come, so that the trustees should pay to the
tenants for life four per cent upon every sum
invested to answer the legacy.—In re Tink-
Jer's Estate, L. R. 20 Eq. 456.

8. A testatrix bequeathed her "property
“unto and uallys%etween my father and
mother, and all my brothers and sisters, share
and share alike : nevertheless, I direct that
the shares of my said brothers respectively
shall not vast in them respectively until they
shall respectively attain the age of twenty-
ene years ; and the shares of my said sisters
shall not vest in them respectively until they
shall respectively attain that age or marry.”
There were five brothers and sisters living at
the death of the testelrix, one of whom, a sis.
ter, attained twenty-one in the life-time of
the testatrix. After the death of the testa-
trix, her mother gave birth to another son,
and subsequently one of the sohs attained
twenty-one. Held, thet the brothers and ais-
ters formed asingle class, to which they conld
be no addition upon one of the class attaining
twenty-one ; and that, therefore, the brother
born after the death of the testatrix took no
share of the legacy.—7In re Gardiner's Estate.
Garrait v. Weeks, L. R. 20 Eq. 647.

Se¢ Dxvise; ILLEGITIMATE CHILDREX ;
WiLL.

LETTERS.—Se¢ EVIDENCE, : 2 : LIMITATIONS,
STATUTE OF, 2.
LiBEL.

Libel for the publication of the following
words: “W. Science and Art Institute. The
public are informed that M.’s connection with
the institute has ceased, and that he is not au-
thorized to receive subscriptions on its be-
half;” signed by the defend[;nts as officers of
said institute; innuendo that the plaintiff
falsely assumed and pretended to be author-
ized to receive subscriptions. The plaintiff
had been a master in said institute, had been
discharged, and had started a school called
the W, Goverpment School of Art, after
which the above words were published. The
plaintiff never had solicited subscriptions for
said institute. Held, that there was no evi-
denee of the innuendo, and that the words
were not libellous.—Mulligan v. Cole, L. R,
10 Q. B. 549. o

L1CENSE.—Se¢ STATUTE. »
LIEN.—Se¢ CHARTERPARTY.
LieHT AND AIR.—Se¢ ANCIENT LIGHTS.

LiFR-ESTATE. ~Se¢ LIMITATIONS, STATUTE OF, 1.

LIMITATIONS, STATUTE OF.

1. Lands were settled in trust for A. for
life, remainder in trust for B. for life, remain-
der in trust for B.’s wife for life, remainder in
trust for the sons of B. and his wife success-
ively in tail male, remainder in trnst for B.
in tail general, remainder over. By indent-
ure, made without the consent of A., and re-
citing contrary to the fact that B. was seised .
in fee-simple of said lands, B. and his wife
conveyed said lands to S. in fee-simple. 8.
entered into possession in 1885. A. died in
1848, B. in 1859 without issue, and his wife
in 1873. Held, that 8, had been in possession
by virtue of the life-estates of B. and his wife,
and not as possessor of a base fee, and that he
had not acquired a title by adverse possession
under the 23d section of the Statute of Limi-
tations.—Mills v. Capel, L. R. 20 Eq. 692.

2. After a note was barred by the Statute
of Limitations, the maker wrote to the payee
as follows : *‘The old account between us,
which has been standing over 5o long, has not
escaped our memory ; and as soon as we can
get our affairs arranged, we will see you are
}md. Perhaps in the mean time, you will
et your clerk send me an account of how it
stands.” Held (by CLeasBY, PoLLooK, and
AxpHLETT, BB., and Grove and DENMAN,
JJ.,—CovLERIDGE, C. J., dissenting), that the
letter took the mnote out of the Statute of Lim-
itations.— Chdsemore v. Turner, L. R. 10 Q.
B. (Ex. Ch.) 500.

See DEVISE, 2 ; SET-OFF, 2.
MARRIAGE SETTLEMENT.—Se¢ SETTLEMENT.

MI870INDER.—See INJUNOTION, 2.
MISTAKE,—Sec SETTLEMENT, 8.

MoxrTeAGE.

A mortgu% covenanted to repay further
advances.

rther advances wers made.




