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DIGEST 0F ENGLIU LAW REPORTS.

2. An anuuity given to a trustee for so
long as lie shouid execute thse office of trustee
Under a wili, was held to cesse with the pay-
tuent of the trust property to a person abso-
lutely entitled.-14îlý v. Christian, L. R. 17
Eq. 546.

À*TICIPATION.-Sée LiEGACY, 2.

"ll'POINTME-IT.

1. A testatrix, who had power of appoint.
tuent in favor of five persons, or their respe-
tive issue, gave three of them £5 each, aud
gave ahi the rest and residue of liser prnperty,
of wliatever kind, and wherever situate, and
Over which she had any power of appoinhnent,
to thse other two. Held, that the legacies of
£fi were cisarged upon both the testatrix's
Personal. property sud the property«over which
Sue had the power of appoiutment, sud that
therefore the power was well exercised. -
Gaimsford v. Dinn, L. R, Eq. 405.

2. A testatrix appointed " ahi funds and
prprties, whatsoever or wheresoever, which

n avy beeIi or shail be purchased ont of the
saVings of property to which I have been or
Shahl be entitled for iy use," to certain per-
Sons. Held, that a balance at thse testatrix's
batukers, which arose frorn savings from hier
'ýeParate estate, did not pass iiuder tlie ap-
P0Ointrnent.-Ask4.xw v. Booth, L. R- 17 Eq.
426.

3. R. had a power of appointnient over two
funds of £37, 000 and £800 consols. R. mnade
Several appointments, sud finally mnade a deed
revoking aIl prior appointments, sud direct-
iug bis trustees to stand possessed of said
sumnUs of £37,000 and £800 consols, " or other
the stores, fuuds sud securities of which the

uan ow consist, or hereafter may cousist,"
u1Pon trust as to £7,000 consols, for A. R.
then nmade simnilar appointinents f'or other per-
sous of sums ansounting to £37,000 consols,
%ud hie appointed the residue to C. At the
date of said deed the trust-funds bad been re-
duceitd by sales aud reiuvestrnts by the
tIlJStees to £27,000 consolsansd £8,000 cash.
ileld, that the appoiutmeut in favor of C. wvas
Of tIse residue, sud not of' a speciflo suin, and
therefore failed altogether. -De Lisle v. Hod-
*qes, L. R. 17 Eq. 440.

See TRI, ST, 2.

DISTaîES.S; L>EAsE, 2.

ANIMALS.
A match took place bvtween two dogs, at

£25 aside, as to which could take the greatest
nutuber of rabbits by ruuniug after them, in
a field so wailed around that the rabbits could
'lot escape. Held, that such recreation was
'lot "hbaiting aninials."-Pitts v. Millar, L.
It 9 Q. B 380.

bee- A debtor agaiust wloio execution had
2 n ssued handed to the sheriff on July24t1s a bill ff excliange, a check, aud thrce

baflk-bilis, in part psymeut of the debt, sud
th' rernaimîder was paid by another person ini
nlloneY. The creditors assented to this ar-
ranugement. On Juiy 26tli the debtor filed
8' Pftition in liquidation, sud au injunction

was grsnted restraining. the creditor and sher-
iff from proceeding fartlier; but _the sherifl'
delivered the bill, check, bank bills, and
rooney to the creditor on July 28th. The

trustee, under the liquidation, requested that
the bill of exebange check, and bank-bills,
be, delivered up toVhlm Held, that the bill
of exehange, check and bank-notes were de-
livered under pressure, and xnight be retained
by the creditor. -x parte Brooke. In reHas-
sali, L. R.9 Ch. 301.

2. By statute, a liusband shall not hy
resson of maiage be liable for the debte of
his wife contrilcted before minariage; but the
wife shahl be liable to be sued for, and any
property belonging to lier fGr hier separate use
shahl be liable ta satisfy such debts as if ase
liad contiuued unmarried. Judgnient was
ohtained against a nrnrried woman for a debt
contracted before marriage. The woman hiad
no separate property. Held, that the wonian
could not Ibe adjudged a bankrupt.--E.x Parke
Hoflland. In re Heneaqe, L. R. 9 Ch. 307.

3. An action was brouglit upon an overdue
bill against tise acceptors. The defendants
obtained leave to defend the suit, on paying
£880 into court to abide the event of the suit.
The defendant subsequently filed a petition
in liquidation. Held, that the plaintiff in
said action was a secured creditor, aud that
an inqluir mnust be niade to ascertain how
much of said £880 lie wss entitled to.-Ex
parte Banner. In re Kcyworth, L. R. 9 Ch.
379.

IBEQuE.ý See APPOINTrmENT, 1, 2 ; ILLEGITI-

MATE CHILDIIEN ; MARSH.LLI,,G( Asswrs;
WILL.

CARRIEP.
The defendant's horse was sent to S. on

the plaintifP's railway, and ou its arrivai was
sent to a livery stable, as there was no one at
the station to receive it, and the plaintiff had
no accommodation for horses. The defend-
ant's servant carne soon afterwards and de-
nianded the horse, which the stable keeper
said lie niight have o n j.ayrnent of Is. 6d.
The servant wvent away, and the defendalit
came to the station. where the station-master
said he wouhd pay ail charges; but the de-
fendant went away : hu h horse, and'
subsequently refnised to receive him unless lie
were paid fÉor his loss of tirne. The hiorse
reniained at the stable four nioliths, incurring
a bill of £17, whielh the plaintiff paid, and
then sent the horse to the defendant, who
received it. Held, that the defendant was
liable for ail of said livery charges.-Oreat
Northetf Railuway v. ScjidL. Rt. 9 Ex.
132.

See STATUTE, 1.
CAMrE.

Pi-as are eattie. -Ch id v. Hcarn, L. R. 9
Lx. 176.

Cn.G.-See APPOINT'MENT, 1.

CHARiTY. -See MARSHALLING AssETS, 2.
CiiEcK.-See DocumENTS, PROBIUCTION 0F.
COLLISION.

1.- A steam ferry-boat ran across a river iii

a dense fog, with the knlowhedge that there


