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leý,sor or any person claîming under hilm. The ]essor assigned the
reversion to, the defendants, w~ho afterivarcls also becarne the
purchasers of the adjoining iroperty upon which they erected a
building iwhich caused the chimnneyb in the plaintiffs offices ta
smoke, and the question xvas whether this was a breach of the
covenant for quiet enjoyment. l3yrne, J., who tried the action,
decided that it iv'as flot, because the erection of the building an the
adjoining przmises was flot done bx' themn under any ri-lit acquired
from the ]essor. but iii exercise of the ri£rhts under an independent
titie acquired subsequently ta the date af the covenant.

LIMITATION OF PERSONALTY-" PossiBiLi.T I-PON A POSS[l"i',T'V '--GIFT

OF PERSONALTY TO INBORN PERSON AND AFTER 141S PEATH TO HIIS CIIILDREN
-PERSONAL ESTATE.

In In te Bozv/es, Aned)-, v. Bals(1902'l 2 Ch. 65o, lPar%%ell,
J. (letermns a neat point on the ]aw~ o--f powvers and holds that
the ruie that in the limitation of real estate there cannot validly be
.a possibility upon a possibility,," lias nu application in tue cas e of

pcrs ual estate. Therc fore where prooperty wvas setti cd by a mnar-
ria-e settliment ta the 1-usbancl and wife for life, and, upoii the
dcath of the survivor, for sucli anc or umare of the children of the
mnarriage, or th(_ issue of sncbi children humi in the lifetime of the
husband and] %ife, as the>, or either of theun shoulci appoint, and
in l)ursL2ance of such powver an appaintinent \vas madle in favour
of the thrce children of the marriage for their lives and aftem thieir
deaths for their childmen, tlic pawcm' and airpaintinent thercunder
NNere hield ta be valid, and not v'oid for remotcness.

UNDER GROUND STREAM-CIANNEL DFFINFD BUT NOT APP'ARENsT,

In Bradfrrd ('o;Pora lion v. Fei rand (1002) 2 Ch. 055, FawlJ.,
ccrmned that whiere a pond or reservair of watcr is fefi by an

underground streamn in a defined channel, but 'vhich is nat apparent
withioit excavation, the owners of tlic pond or reser-voir have no
rizght of action against other persans \%,ho tap the water- ini uch
underground strearn and thcreby ciiuninilsh; the flow of wate inta
the pond or reservoir.

TRUSTUS-POsvR. IN IVILL TO RKTAIN iNvrsTMýF.N;TS -SHARES IN COMPANY-
EX'CIAN;Et OF SIIARES IN 01-1) COM1PANY' FOR SIIARES IN NEWV COMPANY.

lIn Re' Smith,, Smi/z v. Lezvis (1902) 2 Ch. 667, a clause ofa%'iII xas in question, whichi cînpowceredi trustees ta retain any part


