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STATUTE OF LIMITATIONS——SHARE OF PROCEEDS OF SALKE OF LAND
HELD IN TRUST—REAL PROPERTY LiMitaTion Acer, 1833 (3 &
4 W. 4 ¢ 27), s 1, 34—Rean Proeerry Lisuration Aer,
1874 (37-38 Vier. ¢, 87). & 8—(10 KEbw, 7, ¢. 34, 85 1, ).

In re Por, Brooks v, Marston (101:3) 2 Ch. 75, [n this ease
Warrington, J., holds that a mortgagor’'s interest in a share of
the proeeeds of land held in trust for sale is, under the interpre-
tation elanse of the English Statute of Limitations, 1833, s 1
{see 10 BEdw. 7, «. 34,8 1 (Onto), an jnterest in land, aud that
after the lapse of twelve (in Ontario ten) years, in the ahsenee
of any payment or acknowledgment, the vight of the morigagee
to recover it is barred under s, 34, (Ont, Aet, s 30,

MARRIAGE SEPTLEMENT—COVENSNT TO SETTLE PROPERTY—I NTER-
EST IN EXPECTANCY,

fn re Mud:o e 01913) 2 Ch, 92, In this ease a covenant to
seltle property ecntained in o marringe settlement was songht to
be enforeed.  "'he eircumstances were as follows, In 1864 »
festatrix gave a fifth share of ler residuary estate to her daugh-
fer Williammina for life. with remainder te her children, but if
she died without issue (whieh happened) then to her nest of
kin as if she had not bheen married.  In 1863 Jane, another
daughter of the testatrix, married, and by her marriage set{le-
ment covenanted that any real or personal properiy to whieh
she was then entitled for any estate or interest whatsoever in
reversion, remainder or expeetaney, shoukd be settled upon the
trusts of the settlement, In 1912, Williamina died without issue,
leaving Jane her sole next of kin, and Neville, J., held that Jane’s
interest at the date of her marriage in Williamina's share was
not a mere spes suecessionis, hut an “interest in expeetaney,”
and as suell was subjeet to the covenant.

INSURANCE COMPANY—WINDING-UP——CURRENT POLICTHR—CLAIMS
O POLICY HOLDERS ~— CONPTINGENT CLAIMS MATURING AFTER
WINDING-UP ORDER — *‘ VALUING A POLICY " — MEASURE OF
DAMAGES,

In re Law, Car & General Insurance Corporation (1913) 2
(‘h. 103, This was a winding-up proceeding against an insurance
company, and the question to he determined was ihe basis on
which the elaims of certain poliey holders were provable. The




