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Moxtrry RevERTORY.

A “Postscript” is added, containing refer-
ences to cases decided, and questions which
had arisen during its progress through the
ress.  Some of these questions we have al-
ready discussed, many others are open for dis-
cussion ; for, as we havealready said, the Act
is not drawn up with that care that the impor-
tance of the subject required, or the time
spent, or supposed to have been spent upon
its compilation, might lead us to expeet.

A very {ull Index completes the volume;
and, in conclusion, we must say that the
thanks of all concerned in the registration of
titles, whether professional men, Registrars,
or that multitudinous class that go by the
misapplied name of * conveyancers,” are due
to Mr. Wood, for a very useful and complete
manual on the law affecting the registration of
titles in Upper Canada.

The material part of the work is got up, as
usual, in Messrs, Chewett & Co.’s excellent
styie. ‘The price in paper covers is one dol-
lar, and in half calf one dollar and fifty-cents.

MORNTHLY REPERTORY.

COMMON LAW.

EX. JourpalN v. Parxer. Jan. 11.

Common Luw Procedure Aet, 1854, scc 51—
Interrogatories.

In an actien for ibe breach of an agreement to
pay the stamp duties upon letters patent, where-
by the letters patent became void,

Jleld, that tho defendant was not entitled to
interrogate the pleintiff as to the value of the
patent, and the damage sustained by its loss, with
8 view to the paymeut of money into court.

Wright v Goodlake, W. R, 349; 3 H. & C.
640, questioned.

To cntitle n party to interrogntories, it is not
epough that be is eatitled to discovery in cquity
upon some ground and for some purpose, it must
be upon tho same ground and for the stme pur-
pose for which the interrogatories are sought.
(14 W. R. 283.)

EX. Jan. 16, 18, 19.
Dser v. Brst.
Common z’qformcr—-Liszxi!a!z’o:i of action—31 Eliz.
cap. B, sec. B.
The 31 Eliz! cap. 5, sec. 4, applies to a com-

mon informer suing pro ce ipso. A common
informer, therefure, must bring his sction within

a year after the commission of the offence. (14
W R, 236.)

CHANCERY.
L.J. Romsox v. Wurrniseram.  Jan. 17.

Ancient lights—Trivial injury— Damages— Form
of decrec—Remedy at law.

. Ina bill for an injuaction the court will not
interfers unless substantial injury bas been

established ; but, in declining to give damages,
there is no intention to decide that there is no
case at all; the court simply lenves the.partics
to their remedy at law. (14 . R. 291.)

L.J. WiLrniays v. GrextoN. Jan. 16, 17.

Vendor and purchaser—.Interest— Costs—Legul
estate.

Where & purchaser has agreed that if from any
cnuse whatever the purchase shall not be com-
pleted by 2 day named, he will pay interest on
his purchase-money, the mero esistence of a
difficulty as to title, though cuused by the lachss
of the vendor, is not sufficient to ab<olve the
purchaser from his liability to pay interest.

Under such circumstances, nothing short of
misconduct on the part of the vendor will disen-
title him to maintain a claim for interest.

Semble, that a purchaser will not be ordered to
pay the costs of a suit necessary for getting in
the legal estute. (14 W. R. 204.)

M. R. Jan. 18,17,

Eary Pouvrerr v. Ioop.

Will—Construction—-<¢ Money duc on marigige
Jrom any person— Charge—Sticcession duty.

A testator, by hig will, gave ¢ all money which,
at the time of his death, should be due tu bimun
mortgage from any person or persous whom-
soever.”’

Held, that charges upon real estate, created
under a settlement, and to which the testator
was entitled, did not pass by these words.

A fund set apart by the testator for the pay-
ment of the legacy and succession duty, ¢ in con-
sequence of his death, is liable to pay the duty
upon every succession which ovcurs upon his
death, and not merely upon these successions
which are created by bis will. (14 W. R, 288)

L. C. Dee. 20.
Act of bankruptey—Fraudulent assigniment.

Ix e Coremere.

An assignment of the whole of a trader's pro-
perty upon acontraci for sale to secure a present
advance of money, which, without the lender's
knowlenge, is applied in payment of seme ¢f the
of the untecedent debts of the borrewer, is not
fraudulent, and conscquently not an act of banrk-

uptey. (14 W. k. 218))

9. C. Dresson v. Raicroap Conpaxt.  U. 8.

Judicicl sele—Righs of bidder —Adjyurnnont—
Riscontinuing sale.

1. A bidder at = indoeinl snle at public aucticn,
whose bid Tas noi been s ceented—the sale bding
atjeurned for suficient catze and Hnally discon-
tinrued—cunnot jnsist en lenve, oven thcugh he
have been the kigkest snd best Lidder, to pey the
amount of hia bid, sud lbuve a coxfirinstion of
the eale to him.

2. The murshal, or other officer, who makes o
sale of veal property under a decree of fore-
closure, possesses tiie power, for good cauvse
shiown, in the exercise of & sound discretion, and



