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ENGLISIU CASES. 9

VENDOa AND PURCHAýSER,-DotIITFUýL TITIE-DiFICIULT QUESTION
OP' CONSTRUCTrON-VENDOflS' AND PJRCýIlAsER13' AcT-OlIGIN-
.ATING SU!MMONR--COSTs.

In re Nichols d' Voit J(eci (1910) 1 Ch. 43. In this case an
application was made under the Vendors' and Purchasers' Act to
determine a question of title, Neville, J., before whom the appli-
cation was heard, finding that the question 11arned on the con-
.4trucetion of a w~ill, thouglit the titie ought flot to lie foreed on the
ptirch.:ser, but oftered hefore disposing of the matter to give the
N'tndlor un opportunity of applying on an originating summons
for a construction of the will, wuich. offer ivas deelined and the
application was accardingly disiissed. On appeal to the Court
of Aç.peal (Cozens-Ilardy, M.R., and Moulton and Farwell,
1.JJ.) that court mnade the sanie offer whieh the vendor then
aieceepted, and an application wvas then made on an originating
stinunons to deterinine the question of construction which the
couirt found in favour of the vendor. In these circuinstances the
('ourt of Appeal on the new evidence allowed the appeal and
dec&ared ini favour of the title, but ordered the vendor to pay the
ots of the appeal nnd of the motion before Neville, J.

1 N.J 1 N'ION--Ni '!is. NcIr-lPOU.r( "PION OF. STRE.ý2%[-- $k7 I3SEQT'RNT
REMEDY OP OH.IECTION--REVOC¶ATI)N 0OP' INJUNCTION.

.4tlorney-Geveral v. Biriningliam (1910) 1. Ch, 48q. In this
caise a perpetual injunetion had heen granted by Kekewichi, J.,
rest.raining tHe defendants, a municipal corporation, from pollut-
ing a streani by discharging scwage into it. An appeal wvas
taken from his judgment, and pepding tHe appeal the defendants
liad, by the exî.enditure of £500,000 ' rcmoved ail ground of
eoniplaint, and it was nowv contended iliat although the injune-
tion was rightly granted, yet in the altered state of circumi-
stannces it should now 1be discharged. The Court of Appeal
(Cozpns-flardy, MT.R., and Moulton and Farwcll, L.JJ.) having
directed an examination by an expert Rnd being satisfied by his
report that ail ground of coniplaint lied been reinoved, dis-
cliarged the injunction.

WILL-LEoACY TO POUND BED LN HIOSPITAL.

Alttoritey-General v. Belgrave Iloqpital (1910) 1 Ch. 73. À
testatrix by ber will having given a legacy of £1,000 to found a
bed in a hospital, Rady, J., was asked to deide in what manner


