
.Ear/y Ntsf Cafi«Žàs* Cases.

I3OVD, C.] L'Sept. 25.
RE CHANDLERT AND CHACSE.

.sons-MRsîin LuSAelleys case.

Vendor and purcitaser application.
A will contained the following clause "To

tny son, G. W.,- 1 give and bequcath
during his lifetimne the s. e. )4' of said lot 4
twefore nientioned, andi at biis death to go to and
bv. vested in his son \\'C., oi in case other sons
shloulti be born to my son G.W. then to lie
e&pially dividoti betveen ail of the boys.e"

/Icid, that G. W. took a life estate only, andi
thiat tliere svas a v'ested remiaincler in fec in bis
sons as a c1ass which irouiti let in aIl born be-
fore his dcath.

A/keindon, Q.C., for the x'entdor.

RE Noîuî'îiCO'rî.

'ili Cn(ulîn /)'ojm

After a de îýSe t,, bis soni C. oif cer
blis licirs andi ssigtis for ever, a testa
thai blis dcetii C. 'vas s uhjc to thi
Condi tion, tiit lie sbiul nIot sel i or
the Landi curing his life, but %v :li po%
vise t bu salie to hi s ciicirui n ýS lie Ili
lit il stecli way lis lie iii iglit clesirc.

i/id1 that the case %vas govero
1 insla/iln/c, 6 0. R. 3 15, atid tbat the
itas îîî,t cio0thed %vitb a trust iii favc.
chiltiren, but tue devisce took il in
'vitiihtee, a valiti prohibition ag
iîîg or nîortgaging it cluriiîg bis life.

J. 4'C. /iaJfor puirelaser.
M.i. <Yark, for venidorî.

SHiW Il. CRWFOR]

?fa trial --A clion ili Cheîcerýv

ant ta ,ek'e nolirce fri1-Rtie 65.

In an action iiVthe Chancerý D)
%lîich no jury notice had been give
fendant gave notice of trial for the A

ginning loth Septeml>e'r. 1889, andi the pltintiff'
Ifor the Chancery Sittings, beginning 4th Nov'ei-
Iber, 1889.

Hold, that under Rule 654 either party lias.
the riglit ta give notice of trial for the next sit-
tings, whetlîer an Assi7e or a Chancery ïittings;
and . the plaintiff cannot take away the right
front the defendant biv giving notice of trial for
a later sittings.

The plainitiffs motion ta set aside the defuni-
ant's notice of trial %vas tberefore refuseti,

11eimlnater %. We'bb, 7 C.î..'.. Occ.N,, 244,
distinguishiec.

C. A. Dîtrand for plaintii.
AR. S. A~I/'for. defeiiçla.ll

kEiýRv v R, aNî RU R.\î.wÀ (,ç.

hi ~\V h cre a Sil icitl lias mlt entereth be ilia <c 0f
an agent foi- iniiin a cîîunîv îoNvn, Service tif

t~ ~~air ini ;: ii cinr; a tio here the proceediigs lire
tain~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~~~< 'ad en are ni uhvtiti tv towii caliti liet

toi adulet effectedtiuponi hit hi postinig Lup copies iii the
is extc's5 office of thec lîcaîl temisîtai there, if lie lias he

inlortgage ninie of a Torontoî agent diily enteî'ed.
vcr 10 de- RuleS 201, 204, anti 401eîsieei

iglit thltik .11acliisk foi- plaintiff.

/Jy's by// fole"etdui

ainiîsi sel i-
Conso/idatiuon of* fictony - CI iaI c/ lau11sa/j-

<ta-ltd cazîrc />riari/j' i;n ' im 1i.î'rïl,,i o
$u-/--Scote fao/as.

I n deteriiiiîig wlîich pi is 10 have the
condtit of a conisolidation of tira cross-actions,
the main bîdicia ta be regai deti arc, îvhich
action as first beg un?è Upon whnîi does the

LSepc, 7, chief burclen of prooif lie ? WVhich actioni is tîe.
more conîpreliensive iii ils scopie ?

- Andt%%-hire G. first suei B,. for cancellation
ofand delivery up of fotur proinissory notes nmade

by G. anid S. jointly ta B., andi also for cancel-
*lation of an agreernent in relation to which the

iVisiol iii notes macre given aItt 13. afterwards sueti G.
n, the de- aîîd S. upon tbree of the foui notes in question
ssizes, be- il andi substantially the saine issues %vere raiseti in~

1 ôcl;tbi ié, Uim- 507

t


