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did flot arrive until after said day, and
wheu the show was over. The defendants
paid the plaintiff's pecuniary travelling ex.
penses ; but the plaintiff demanded compensa-
tion for loas of tiine and profits. It was
found that the defendants bad notice of the
purpose for which which the gonds were sent.
Hel1d, that the plaintiff was entitled to dam-
ages for tous of profits, as suchl oss was the
natural consequence of the failure of the
abject for which the godds were sent .- Simp-
sen v. Lrn&doîb & North~-svestern Railway Co.,
1 Q. B. D. 274.

2. The defendant made bis living by collect-
ing messages, and transmitting them by tele-
graph to America and other places. He re-
ceived from the plaintiffs a message in words
by theniselves unintelligible, but which
could be understood by the pliiintiffs' corres-
pondent in New York as giving orders for
certain goods. The defendaut negligently
omitted to send the message ; and the plain-
tiffs, in consequence, lost large profits which
they would have made by thie transaction.
The plaintiffs claimed daniages to the arnounit
of such profits. Held, that the plaii*iffs
were only entitled to nominal damages.-
Scinders v. Stuart, 10C. P. D. 326.

SU NEGLIGENCE, 2, 3.
DBATH Bv DROWrNN.-See SETTLEMENT, 2.
D»BzNTunE.-Sée BOND).

DEcL&ATAioN 0Fr TRusT. -See TRusT, 1.
D&TiIeuE.

Detinue for a olicy of insurance, wit a
count in trover by an administratrix of R.
R. had effected insurance upon his life, and
had given the policy to the defendant. No
notice was given tu the insurance Company,
and no assigument was executed. Held, that
altbougb the administratrix niiglit not be
able to recover the insurnce money witbont
the policy, nor the defendant with t he policy,
yet as there had been a valid gift of the policy,
the administratrix could not maintain the
action .- Remmes. v. Rare, 1 Ex. D. 169.

DEviL, TSIE.-See CH1JROH OF ENGLAND, 2.

DEvisE.
1. A testator gave the residue of bis prnp-

erty to trustees in trust to divide the income
eqnally amongit bis three children during
their respective lives ; and after the decease
Of encli of ssid children, to bold the share of
of whicli snch child should be entîtled tu the
income, in trust for bis, ber, or their issue.
ln case any of such cbildren should die with-
ont leaving issue, the trustees were to hold
the share to whicb sncb child should. be en-
titled during life, as well originally as by sur-
vivorsbip or accruer, in trust for the survivor
or survivors of said cbildren during their, lis,
or her respective life or lires, aud in equal
shares if more thati one ; and after the dece
of snob survivors, the trastees were to bold
the surviving or accruîng share to wbich sucli
survivor for the time being should become
entitlsdI for his or lier life nder the trusts
aforesaid, in trust for his or ber issue; and

in case aIl said cliildren should die withont
leaving issue, then in trust for the represen-
tatives of the survivor. The tliree cbildren
survived the testator. A child died without
issue ; then a cbuld died leaving issue; and
finally the third chuld died without issue It
was urged, that, as the third child died
withont issue, there was, on her death,
intestacy as to one-haif the said re8iduary
estate. Held, tbat the issue of tbe second
cbild were entitled tu the whole of said resid-
uary estate. - Walce v. Varali, 2 Ch. D. 348.

2. Devise to N. for life, remainder on eventa
whicb bappened, to the chuld or children of
G., who, eitber before or aiter G.'s deatb,
should attain twenty-one, or die under tbat
age, leaving issue living at bis, bier, or their
death, in fee-simple as tenants in common.
At the death of EN., two children of G. bad
attained twenty-nne ; and there were other
chuldren who attained twenty-one after N.'s
deatb. Held, that said two children of G.
were entitled to the whole estate.-Bracken-
bssrg v. Gibbons, 2 Ch. D. 417.

3. A testator g ave bis property to a trustes
in trust to ay the incoine to bis wife for the
su pport of lier and of lis children until the
eldest child shouid attain twenty-five, or until
bis wife should marry again ; and in case of
lier second marriage before any of bis child-
ren should attain twenty-five, in trust to pay
ler £30 a year, and apply the residue of the
income for tbe support of bis cbildren : and
the trustee was to raise an(ýpay a certain sum to
ssaci chuld on lis attaining twenty.five, and
then pay the proceeds of the residue of bis
estate to bis wife for life, if tien unmarried;
but in case she sliould marry again, then to
sell and invest so mucli of bis estate as sliould,
produce £30 a year, and pay the saine ta bis
wife, and psy tbe residue eqnally between bis
children, sud their issue, and their heirs and
assigns a.s tenants in commun ; and in case of
the deatli of boti of bis childreu under twenty-
five withont leaving issue, in trust to pay the
income of the whole estate to the wife for life,
and after ber death to bld one moiety of the
estate to the use of said wife and lier heirs,
and the other moiety to the nu o! the trustee.
The wife survived the testator, and died
witiout baving niarried again, and leaving
the Itestator's two sons living, wio attain.2
twenty-five. Held, that the gifts over on the
second marriage of the wife tooli place upon
ber death, and that tbe two sons took equit-
eble estates tail according to the rnis in Wti's
04se, 6 Req. 16 b.-Underhill v: Rodei, 2 Cb.
D. 494.

SUs ELECTION; Lltokcv; MARRiÂGE, BE.
MTAINT OF; VENDiOR ÂND:PUUCHSCÂE, 2

DiscovER.-See BILL IN EQUITY.

DIsTREaS.

The lesses of a farm covenanted not to re-
more hay and unthreshed corn, or to ssii
thein off the premises, but ta use tliem for
the improrement o! the lsnd demised. The
landlord distrained bay and untbreshed. corn
for rent arrear, and sold the. mame witli con-
dition tint tlieY slinld be consunied on the-
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