
Engish C'ases.

ta procure the consent. Lindiey, MR, described the rule laid down
ln Bain v. PotlupÈll, L.R. 7 H.L. 158 as an anomalous rule based
upon and justified by the difficulties.in.shewing a goq4d title. to po
perty in England, but ane which aught flot to be extended ta cases
in which the reasons on which it is based do ilot extend As the

latest authority on the law governing a purchasers' right to dainages
for loss of his bargain, the case is interesting and useful.

ADMliNiSTRATION-.GIFT OF ktvrRSION FOR LIFE, SLUJKCT TO AN EXECL-TORV
CUPT ovic-REvERRSONARY INTSRRST-CONVRRSO-ENjoYý,tSNT w 'ciE.

lit Po Blanti, Mllfer v. Blandl (1899) 2 Ch- 336 was a ý.ds in
which a testator gave ait his property, wvhich included, inter alia, a
revisionary interest, to his wife, and by a cadicil to his will directed
that in the event of his wife dyl ng without issue leaving the plain-
tiff in the present action surviving, the gift in the will in favor of
his wife should take effeet as if the plaintiff's name were substituted
therein for that of his wife. In the course of the administration of'
the testator>s estate, the question arase whether the reversionary
interest ought ta be sold, and the funds applied in accordance with
the rule laid down in Howe v. Farl Daftnout/î (1 802) i W. & T.,
7th ed., p. 68. Sterling, J. decided that it should not, on the ground
that he considered thaï by the terms of the wîlI and codiril the
testator had shewn an intention that the property should be enjoyed
in specie.

VENDOR AND PUROHASER-NoTics OF TRUSTS 0F MORTGAGE MON vN-RîQuz-
lITIONS ON TITLE,

In5 re Blaiberg, & Abraheams (1899) 2 Ch, 340 was an ipplication'
under the Vendars' and Purchasers' Act. In the course of investi-
gation of titie it was disclosed, by mistake, that a niortgage in the
chain of titie made ta two persans without disclosing any trust, wvas,.
in fact, held by ttiem as trustees of a marriage settlement..
The purchaser thereupan delivered requisitions requiring ta be,
furnished with an abstract shewing that the persans claiming ta be
now entitled La the martgage (anc of thc original mortgagecs
having dieci) were duly appointed trustees of the settiement, and
that the estate af the original martgagees had been duly trans-
ferred ta those now claimirig ta be trustees. Kekewich, J. held
that the purchaser was entitled ta require such proof. He distin-
guished the case fram In re Harna 24 Ch. D. 72o, because there
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