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DIGEST 0F ENGLTSHi LAW REPORTS.

cf G 's title, applied te the court to expunge
the entry. W. did not set np any title iu
himself. Ilel, that W. was nlot a persen
6-aggrieved" withiti the nets-Graves' Case,
L. R. 4 Q. B. 715.

COSTS.
1. A trustee's eosts cf paying a fund into

court under the IlTrustees' Relief Act," are
payable out cf the corpus ; bis costs cf up-
pearing on a petition for payment cf divideîids
are payable out cf income.-In re Wlhitten's

Trusts, L. R. 8 Eq. 352.
2. When a testator bas given a far.d te

trustees to be invested lu land which is te be

setled on A., B., and C. succebzsive1y for life,
and the fund is paid into court in an adminis-
tration suit, and bas net beeu invested lu land,

the costs cf a petition by the tenant for lite
for payment cf the divideuds to hlm -ire pny-
able (ut of the corputs -Srivener v. Smùih, L.

Il. 8 E q. 3 10.
3. Wben a piaitff, wbo b94 bee ordercd

to pay the costs cf a proeeedig iii the suit,
becomes bankrupt, and the suit is re-iived by
his assignee, preceeditigs will be stayeù until
payment cf snucb costs.-Ceok v. IIalhauay,
L. R 8 Eq. 612.

4. Iu a cause cf damnage by cEision, de-
fendants pleaded and proved that the collision
was caused by the fault cf a pilot whom tbey
were compelled te employ. The plaintiffs werc
condemned lu costs.-The Royal Charter, L.
R~. '2 Ad. & Ec. 362.

5. A husband who wns condemnied lu bis
,wife's costs in a suit by lier for dissolution,
,which iras decreed, iras allo'wed to deduct
therefrorn the amounit ibici lie lad paid for
ber costs in a previeus suit for nullity of mar-
riage, wihl had failed.-DitelhftÊld v. Ditch-
field, L. R. 1 P. & D. 729.

See AwAE», 2; CONTEMPT; CRUELTY; DAM-
AGES, 3 ; IlPECTION 0F DocumE.NTS;

TEN DER.

Ce VE NANT.

After life-estates in A. and B., A. bad a

power te appoint £5,000 by wili among bis

cliildren (C., D.9 E., F., and G.) Iu defitult
cf appointment, or subject te any such as
shonld net be a con3plete and entiredips
tion of the whole sum, the fund mas to go te

Enid eilîdren, te vest at tireLty-one or inar-
rinage. C. died over twerbty-ene. 1D. after-
moirds readhed, twenty-one, and married, and
A. then covenatited te appoint oue tlfth of the
fund in D.'s favor. A. dled without having
appuinted. There mas ellainieJ for D £1,000
ut i r i,;. ocfl t, r 'ne f 7.') If 5

1
.p rpqi-

due as 1net disposed of. IJcld, that D. w85
entitied to only £ 1,000. Semble, the covenalIt
was, void.-Thacker v. Key, L. R. 8 Eq. 408.

See BEsa-nousE; MARRIAGE SETTLEMF-NT;
BAILWAT, 2. 3.

CREDIToR-SeC PARTNERSRIIP.
CRlMINAL LAw-See Feue eaY; LARcENY ; MIS'

DEMEANOR; VENIRE DE Novo.
C RU FLTY.

A wife, shortly after marriq.ge, was fuo
to he affected with syphilis, ler virtue '«8
uiiquestioned, but the busband gwr-,re that he
hud neyer had the disense, which waq 01111
contradicted by inference frem the state of' th'
wi le. The jury found the hiu'hanid guilty Of
crue!ty. !Hld (WILLES, J . diceentiente), th3t

the evidlence did neot support the firiling. Rille
sifsolute for a new trial on p:,yi.iett of costS.,
MJorp)heti v. Morphett, L. R. 1 P. & D). 702.

CUSTOsr-See SALE.

DAM A GES.

1. Defendauts, mortgagves of a leaseliold'
sold it to plaintiff, possession to be given 01
completion of the purchase. The plaintiff rO'
sold, at au advance of £ 105, to G. There W89

ne failure of titie, ai lu Flureau v. Thorniill, C
W. BI 1078; but the mnortgiigor, ivho was i
possession of the premises, refused to gile
tbem up. Thereupon the defendants declified
to complete the sale, although they conld 115,e

ousted hlm. IIeld, tbat the plaintiff could rO'
cover, besides the deposit .and expenses of iO'
Testigating the titie, the difference betweeo

the contract price aud the value at the tiI16
of the breach ; aud that the advance on t0#
re-sale was evidence of this lu the absence 0

other proof. (Exeli. Ch.)-Engell v. Fitch, ~
R. 4 Q B 659 ; o. c. L. R. 8 Q. B. 3W 14
Amn. L. Rev. 95.

2. The owners of a ship taking adatg
of St. 2.5 & 26 Viot. c. 63, a. 54, to limit tbe
damagzes payable by them, for a collision, t

£8 for each ton cf the ahip's tonnage, m ar

held to pay luterest from the dajte of the colli
sien on the amaont recovered.-The NorthUf,
brian, L. R 3 Ad. & Ec. 6. %

3. So, where damnages by eucli menus Wet*
reduced below the sum which ustually clilre 6

costs in the admiralty, but the damnage tfe

aud the amount claimed. were abeove thst ol
the plaintiff was allowed costs,-The 'u

Jamnes, L. R. 3 Ad.- & Ec 1.-
See VENDOR AND PURCHASER OF REAL 'o

TATE.

DEATII-See CONTRACT, 2.
D.1EESTURE-Sce BOND.


