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'CilÂRTERI-PÂKRTY.-Se CONTRACT, 2.

4JLÂSS.
Bequest "lunto, each of niy four nieces,

'the daugliters of my deceased
brother, Y., the surn of £500. " Y. had five
daughters at the date of the will and of the
death of the testator. Held, that the above
blank did not affect the general rule, and that
aaid fiva children took £500 eacli as members
of a class. -MKechnde v. Va ughan, L. R. 15
Eq. 289.

CODiciL.-See LEGAcy, 4 ; WILL, 5, 6, 8.
COMMON CARRIER.-See CARRIER.

CONDITION.
A testator bequeathe d £17,000 to F., pro-

vided F. relinquished, within six rnonths
after attaining twenty-one, ail lis interest
under his father's marriage settiement. ln
case of neglect the legacy to be reduced to
£12, JOO, ,and £5000 to fail into the residue.
F. was ignorant of the legacy until more than
six moutlis after bis attaining twenty-one,
but subsequently reliuquished his interest
under said settiement. Held, that as neither
ignorance, ilineas, nor neglect would excuse

.perforrnance of said condition, said £5000 fell
into the residue.-In re Hodges' Legacy, L.
R. 16 Eq. 92.

See LEGÂCY, 6; VENDOR ÂN.D PUR.
CHASER,4 2.

CONFUSION.-SeC CIIARITY.

CON.'STRUJCTIO.-,See APPOINTMIENT; ATTOR-
NEY ; BÂ&NKRUPTCY, 3 ; CHÂRITY; CLÂSS;
CONDITION ; CONTRACT; EVIDENCE ; IN-
SÂNITY; LEGAcy; LIMITATION ; POWER, 1 ;
RESERVÂTION; UNDUE INFLUENCE ; USES,
STATUTE 0F.

-CONFLIOT 0F LAws.-Sec MARSHALLINo As-
SETS.

"CONTRACT.

1. V. accepted au offer of marriage from
F. subject to the approval of lier (V.'s)
father. The father assented and wrote to F.,
stating: IlV. being My only child, of course
she will corne into the possession of what be-
longs to me at my decease." The mnother of
F. wrote to V. 's father concerning lis set-
tling £4000 ripon F., and the father wrote in
reply that lie could not take that sum froni
lis business, but that lie lad miade a will
leaving ail lis estate to V. for life, reinainder
as slie sliould by will appoint lihe added:
" 1It lias been my intention, in the event of
tlie marriage taking place, to make a silailar
will in accordance with the facts, and of
course 1 sliould settie m-Y property on My
dauglîter absolutely and independent of lier
lusband, or in otlier words, in strict settle-
ment. I will take care that my pro erty
shall be properly secured upon her anï hi
chuldren after lier death." The marriagE
took place. V. 's father married again,

and made a willgiving .certain property te
bis wife. Held,tlat t isaid letters of V. 's
fatler aînounted to a contraet to settie whole
of the property of which. he died seized or pos.
sessed upon 17 in strict settlernent.-Coser-
dale v. Eastwood, L. R. 15 Eq. 121.

2. Tlie defendant chartered a vessel in
France with a stipulation that the vessel
slould proceed witli a cargo of hay to London ;
the cargo to be taken fL om the veasel along -
sid&. Before the charter-party was entered
into, it lad. been rnade illegal to land hay
frorn France in Great Britain. On learning
this tlie defendant, after sorne delay, received
tlie hay frorn* alongside the 'vessel in the
Tharnes into another vessel and exported it.
Held, that, as there was no intention to violate
the law wlien the contract was made, and as
the law was not in fact violated, the contract
was not void; and that the defendant was
tlierefore liable for said delay or demurrage. -
Wlaugh v. Mforiis, L. R. 8 Q. B. 202.

See AUCTIOIN; BANKYRUPTCY, 5 ; CARRIER;
FRAUDS, STATUTÉ 0F, 'l1; FRaîou'r
INFANT; INSURANCE, 2 ; 'RIILWÂY1
TRUST.

CONTRIBUTOIY.-See COMPANY, 4.
COPYRIGHT.

By statute copyriglted prints must be en.
gýraved with the naine of the proprietor. The
plaintiff's enrvings were marked "lRock&
Co., London.' Held, that tlie pnoprietor's
naine was sufficiently set forth on said en.
gravings. Rock v. Lazarus, L.R. 15Eq. 104.

CORPOIuATION.-SX WRIT.

COSTS.
1. Wliere A. lias been subjected to a suit

for unliquidated darnages thrqugli the default
of B., who declines to intervene, and judg.
ment lias been rendered against A., the right
of A. to recover frorn, B. the costs of defend-
ing sudh action depends upon wlether it was
reasonable in A. to defend sudh a suit, a
question to be left to the jury.-Morsle-
Blancê v. Wilson, L. R. 8 C. P.,£227.

2. Rule for a new trial, "'costs to abide the
event." Held, that «the Ilavent" was the
event of the trial as to the ground on which
the verdict was set aside. -Jones y. Williams,
L. R. 8 Q. B. 280.

CRIMINAL LAw.-See EmBEZZLEMENT; INDICT-
MENT; LARcENY.

CUSTOM. -Soi BANKRUPTcy, 3.
DAMAGES.

The plaintiff carried on business in a ware-
bouse lîeld ou long lease, and next to a free
dock on the Thames. The dock was filled up
under certain embankinent acts, and the
plaintiff's premises tlereby permanently in1-
jured witl reference to the uses to which lie
or any owncr might put thein. Held (by
KELLY, C. B., BLACKBITRx and ARcIIIBALD,
J. J., and BRAMWELL, B. ; CLEASBY B., dis-

t senting), that the plaintiff was entitled tO
compensation. See Land Clauses Consolida-
tionî Act, 8 & 9 Vict. c. 18, § 68.- Mecgarth1/
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