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was for the benefit of creditors of the insured. During the year
the insured, while insane, committed ;,uicide. It was contended by
the plaintiffs that tbe warrar-ty which was contained in the
application for the policy (whichb ky the ternis of the policy was
made a part of the contract) was flot a condition. the breach of
whirh would avoid the policy, but merely a personal warranty
ol independent agreement in respect of which the defendants
wo'lId have a remedy against the insured's estate. Bigham, J.,
however, .4l that th_- clause in question constituted a limitation
of the defendants' liability and that in the event which had
h.ippened they were discharged from liability.

TriME-COMPUTATIOZ. .Z -LBi)4TATIOi.

Beardsey v. Giddings (1904) i K.B. 847, was prosecution
under the Sale of Foods and Drugs Act, and the question was
whbethcr it had been brought in time. The A-ct prescribed that a
prosecution shaîl flot be instituted after the expiration of twenty-
eight davs from the time of purchase. On a case stated by
magistrates, the Divisional Court fLord Alverstone, C.J., and Wills
and Kennedy, JJ.,> hi-Id that the laying of the information, and flot
the ;ervice of the summons, wvas the institution of the prosecution.

WILL -COSSTRUCTItIN-PRECATORY TRUST-" 1 DESIRL-'

hIr ,1'Ofic/d, 01dfieldl v. Oldfiela (1 9c4) i Ch. 549, the doctrine
of precatory trusts was again considered bx- Kekewich, J., and the
Court of Appeal, and practically the same conclusion m-as arrived
at as iii Re Ha'zlnury (noted ante P. 378). In the present case the
testatri x gave al] lier property to ber two daughters equally. ' as
tenants in com mon for their own absolute use and ber, >fi t," and
appointed them bier executrices. She however added, -my' desire
is, tînt cacli of mv two da ugbiter-i shall during the lifetime of mv%
son pay to iîn one-third of the respective incomes of mv said two

laugbtcrs accruiag from the monevs and investments of tbis mv\
vi.'Counisel for tbe son argued that tbe clause created a trust

iii bi, favour. and tbat the decisions of tbe Court of Appeal in Inr
'i Ie~, Mi/ton (1895) 2 Ch. 37o, and 1h111 v. HI/I (1 $97) 1 Q.B. 483.

li l l/iams (1897) 2 Ch. 12, were erroneous, having regard
to the fact that the ride laid .Io%%ni bv Lord A lvanlcv in *hJa/lipos v.

2 \'es. Jr. 3_33., that «hrvrail person gives propcrtv-
-and points; out the objects, the per-sons, andi the wvin whlich it
shallI to, that dors creatc a trust, utiles, bie scl ca, v tbat bis
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