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Digest or ExeuisE Law Reporrts.

Lwase.~—See LANDLORD AnD TENaNT, 2; MorrMaLy,
2; WATERCOURSE.
Lmeacy.

1. A testatrix by will appointed her real and
personal estate to trustees on trust to seil part,
and hold the proceeds and all the trust moneys
and personal estate on trust to pay the legacies
thereinafter given; and after payment thereof,
to pay an annuity to P. forlife, unless he should
become entitled to the legacy thereinafter men-
tioned, and subject thereto in trust for H. for
life, and after her death in trust for her chil-
dren, and if no chidren, in trust, to sell the
«estates not already sold, and out of the proceeds
to pay to P., his executors, administrators and
agsigns, the sam of £20,000 in lieu of the annui-
ty, and hold the residue in trust for the chil-
dren of G, P. died before M., and on H.s
death the real estate then remaining unsold
was insufficient to raise £20,000. Held (1),
that the legacy was payable to P.’s representa-
tive; (2) that it was a demonstrative legacy,
and payable out of the general estate.—Hodges
v. Gront, Law Rep. 4 Eq. 140,

2. Testator, after giving several sevenths of
his personal estate to his living brothers and
sisters “and their heirs and assigns” respec-
tively, gave another seventh “to the heirs and
assiong of my late sister D., now deceased.”
IHeld, that the persons entitled to this last
seventh were the statutory next of kin of D, at
her death.— Newfor’s Lrusts, Law Rep. 4 Eq.
171,

See Drviss, 2; Morrmarx; Teust, 1; Wi,
3, 4.

Lisgr.—Sec SLANDER.
Liopxse.—8ee Cusron
MARRTAGE.

In Seotland, a connection commencing in
adultery may become, on the parties becomning
at liberty to marry, matrimonial by consent,
and habit and repute are evidence of such con-
sent.— The Breadalbane Case, Law Rep. 1 H. L.
Se. 182,

See FORFEITURE,

Manrrep Woran.— See Husaxp axp Wire,
Marspariing oF AssErs,.—See Prioriry, 3.
Master,—Se¢ PrIORITY, 3,

Master aAND SBRVANT.—Se¢ Prixcipar AND AGENT,

MiISREPRESENTATION. ~ Se¢ Contract, 2; DirEc-
rore, 1; INsurance, 8, 4.
Morrasgu.—Sse PrioriTy, 2.
MorTMAN,
1. A legacy charged on land, while unpaid,
is within the Statute of Mortmain, anc} eannot

be bequeathed by the legatee to a charity,—
Brook v. Badley, Law Rep. 4 Eq. 106.

2. A. demised the minerals under certain
lands in consideration of a surface rent and of
a fixed sum, payable in half-yearly instalments
till the whole was paid, with powees of distress
and re-entry in default of payment. At As
death one instalment was due and unpaid.
Held, that it was in the nature of rent, and not
of unpaid purchase money, and could therefore
be bequeathed by A. to a charity.——Ib.

NEGLIGENCE.—See CoLLisioN, 2.

Norroe.—See Priorrry, 1.

Numsavce.—8e¢ Hicuway, 2.

Parries.—See Equiry Prravivg axp Pracrros, 1,
ParrvERsarP,

1. B., a banker, formed a partnership with
M. and P., merchants, under the firm of M. &
Co.; and by the partnership deed B. and M.
mutually covenanted to bring £5,500 each into
the business. There was a subsidiary agree-
ment that B. should accept bills for the firm at
a commission, and that the firm should nego-
tiate them and keep B.in funds to meet the
acceptances. B., M. and'P. all became insol-
vent. M., on behalf of M. & Co., claimed to
prove against B.’s estate for £5,000 due to the
firm on their current account, and for £2 700
due to M. on the covenant in the deed for capi-
tal nof brought in by B. JHeld (1) that the
dealing between B. and M. & Co., was not such
a separate trade as to allow the firm to prove
against a partner’s estate, and that the fact that
all the partners were insolvent, and therefore
had no personal interest, made no difference;
(2) that the sum due on the covenant being due
on account of the partnership, could not be
proved by one partner against the estate of
another, at least till the taking of the part-
nership accounts.— &z parte Maude, Law Rep.
2 Ch. 550,

2. When one partner allows the other bona
Jfide to carry on the business ostensibly as his
own, on the bankruptey of the latter, the dor-
mant parfner’s share in the pavinership stock
in trade does not pass to the bankrupt's assig-
nees, as in the possession, order or disposition
of the bankrupt, as reputed owner, with con-
sent of the true owner (Exch. Ch.).—Reynolds
v. Bowley, Law Rep. 2 Q. B. 47¢.

See Stane, 2.

Parpxr.
1. If the utility of a patent has not been
. tested by actual employment during fourteen
years, a very strong presumption is raised
against its ntility, which can only be rebutted



