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DIGEST OF ENGLIsH LAw REPORTS.

h1eld bail iiu arrest of jud.gînent, for not spicify- iplain meaning of the words used, and to apply

1119 wbat isarticular species of reward1 was given. them to the substantial facts of the case without

l'his case is cited by Patterson, J1., ini Baker V. raising, subtie distinctions or refinements as to

1ýusk, 15 Q. B. 870, as establishiug the' positi. n the prs'cise words or expressions in which the

that the declaration must state the means by promise or offer may be conveyed."
Whic thevotr wa coruptd.1 agree that the j udgment should be affirnied.

The rude of construction stated in Lord liunt- peldsnsdwihco-.
'ý5tower v. a7ardiiier, 1 B. & C. 297, viz., thatApeldsicdwhco.

st is not. for us to say what might be xoitically-
desirable, but whiat is the provisions of the Legis.

lature, and1 that iii orsier to answer tîsat question DIGEST.
We must resort tû establislied. rules for constru-

il)g acts of this nature," seemed to me to mnake DIGEST 0F THE ENGLISH LAW PEPORTS

it proper to treat the section as 1 have indicat- FOR FEBRUARY, MAIII'11 AND APRlIL, 1875.

ed ; and I do isot now say that that view is in-

Correct. But the'judgment of the Englii Court

Of Queen's Bench, in Siiuspsoît v. Yecnd, L. R.F'mts m'rcnLwRvev

4 Q. B. ffl, is so very much iii poirt upon the

Construction of the Engiish statute, with wbich ABNOMN.SeFREIGLIT.

Ours corresponds, as iu my opinion to govera ACIoN.-5&e ESToPP'EL ; INJUNCTION, 2.
the preseut case. Tihe promise in that cas e WvaS ADMINISTRATJON. -Se ExEcuvITOSkAND ADMIN'
that the voter wouid be rensunerated for any loss ITAOS

0f time in going to vote, and there was no ac- AVNFET
teptance of the offer o11 the part of the voter. AVNEET

ht was argned that the promise inust be of some- Bequest in trust for L. for life, and afte

thingy tangible, and th.at there was no promise bis death as lie shiould by wiil appoint, andý

Whie, ifacpewud utu sd iei- in default of appointmnset to L. 's children.
hiel, i aceptd, oul, pttig aidetheil- The testator emipowered his trustees at an~

legality, have stpported an action. The'judgnsent time during L.'s life to appiy a moiety o

Of tihe Court wvas given by Mellor, J., X•vho Said, the trust fur.41 iii or towards the prefer

"«We canuiot doubt tîsat tise words admnitted to ment or advaîscenîent of L. or otiîerwise fo

have been used by tihe defendant, viz., ' that tihe Iiis benefit, in sncb mnanner aq the' trustee
sboîsld iin tieir discretion thiukz fit." Held

'foter woîsid be remunerated for wlsat loss of tbat tise trustee's iniglit apply baif the trus

tirne miglit occui',' did, under tise circumistances, fuud in payment of' (ebts incurred by L
5 lDount to an ' offer or promnise' to procuire, which. absorbed neariy tise wlsole of his in

O ndeavour t prcrioe orvl' conte, and wbici L. could not pay from hsi
to pocur, monyor vin- owvn resources.-Los"ther v. Bentinck, L.R

able consideration sto a voter in order 19 Es1. 166.

fi iîsduce Iiim to vote (at the election ins AGENCY.-SeC P>RINCIPAL AND A(GENT.

qiIestion). Tise expression 'rein unssration for ioss. (REýFT-e VNO N UCAE
O ie'would necessarily convey to the appre- AmGEET.-S'e VENDOR, 2. PnuÂ

hension of the voter, tisat if he would. vote foir a

NRrticuiar candiidate lie sbould receive, eitlîer di- AN.NTvý.

4etIy from the person oirering, or by his pro. An annuity wvas charged upon lard wit

elremnent, nsoney or vaiussbie consideration power of distress and entry ; but the' quai

*hich lie would not otlserwise obtain ; and an terly payments of the annuity fell due ahoii
nyi tlsree weeks after rent day. Ne/l, that th

%5urance of that kind, wisiciî can on/y be so un- annuitant must wait for payment until th

des'stood, is caiculated. to operuste on the mind rent day, and that nio portion of tihe prie

of the elector as a direct inducement to vote for rent wvas to be kept in baud for the purpos

îîhcnidt.i any atoiywere reurd of paying the assuutity. -Haslitck v. Pedles

to induce us to adopt this view of tbe transat'- L.îîcvo 0F S19RIss -q S2eBAN

t'nin tihe present case, it is suppiied by that APPICTON OF4. RIIS SeBN

Of Cooper v. ,Sladle, 6 H. L. Cas. 746, vhicls up- i.iýc,4

n'l thîs point is isot dist inguishiable in principie ASSENT.-See LEGACY, 4.

l'il the present case. It is so iniportant to tise ASSIO-ZMENT. -SeÇc BOND ; 1 rEcK, 1.

ktbic interest tbat electors sboulsl be left free BAÎLMENr.-Sec NEGLIGENCE, 3

tovote witbout any disturbing influence of anY BAN K.

k515<j, that we feel ourselves bouind, ini construing The directors of a bank pass3ed resolutio
th tatute in question, to give full effect to tbe to increase the' capital by the issue of 20,0<
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