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and nieces. " The testatrix left nephews and
nieces surviviing ber, and also nephiews and
nieces of hier husband, of whom A. was one.
Held, that A. was not entitied to a share of
the residue.- Wells v. irells, L. R. 18 Eq.
504.

1. A testator gave bis real aud persoual
est9te to A., and the heirs maie of his body
begotten, for ever ; but iii the case of thýe
death of the said A. without heirs maie of his
body iawfuliy begotten, then to B. in the
samne manner, and after huîn to C. The tes-
tator subsequently miade a codicil in wbich
he stated, «"In my wili 1 directed that, in the
eveut of the death of A. without leaving issue
male bim. surviving, the residue of my real
aud personai estate shouldi go to B." H1e
then revoked the beqnest to B., and, in the
event of -the death of A. without leaving maIe
issue him surviving, gave lis residuary estate
to the eldest daughiter of A. fleld, that the
gifts to B. and C. were void as to the testator's
personal, estate, being gifts over on an in-
definite failure of issue ; ani that A. took an
absolute interest in the personaity, suhject
to an executory hequest to bis eldest daugli-
ter" if he should die without leaving, issne
maie him surviving.-Dawsùn v. Smiall, L.
R. 9 Ch. 651.

See ADEMPTIO-N; ANNUITY ; CONDITION;
DEVISE ; TRUST.

LiBEL.-See NEw TRIAL.

LIFE ESTÂTE.-SCe TRUST, 1.

LUGGAGE.-See EÂILWAY.

MÂRRIÂGE. -See CONDITION.

MARRIED WOMÀN.-&e COPYRIGHT.

MORTGAGE.

1. A. and B., trustees, lent trust monev to
C. on the secunity of a mortgage from C.
ç: desired to seli a portion of t he mortgaged

pemises ; and A. represented to hiîn that ai
C.was abroad it would be (lifficuit to obta.in

a reconveyauce from A. and B. to C., and

that it would be better to say nothing about

the mortgage. C. sold accordingly, and
hauded the purchase-money to A. in part re-
payaient of the mnouney lent to C. A. ap-
propriated the money, but continuied to pay
the cestui qzt. trust interest upon the whol e
amount lent to C. Ten years afterwards C.
desired to seli another portion of the mort-
gaed premises ; and A. thereupon represent-
ed7to B. that C. desired to seli bis land, in-
té1uding the land already conveyed without
the knowiedge of B. ; and hie requested B. to

join with hin in a reconveyance to C., which
B. did. C. then conveyed the second por-
tion of the premises, sud hauded the purchase-
money to A., who took it aud absconded.
B. fiied a bill to have the reconveyance fromn
A. and B. to C. delivered up to be caucelied;
that it might be declared that said two sums
received and appropniated by A. were stili a
charge upon said premises ; ami that the
second portion of the mortgaged. premises sold
as aforesaid might be deciared to be stili
subject to said ýtfortgage. Held, tbat said
reconveyance must be cancelied, and that the

purchasers from C. had obtained an equitY o1f
redemption only. Foreclosure ordered ini
defauit of payment. Order that sçtid pur-
chasers give up thieir deeds upon for-eclosure,
refused. -Héath v. fJrealock, L. R. 10oCh. 22;
S. c. I,. R. 18 Eq. 215.

2. G., a member of a company, imortgaged
certain property to secuire an advance fronl
the coînpany. By the mortgage G. was tO
repay the advance in seven years by m(>nthly
paynîents of principal aud interest, and l'
case of defauit in I)aylndnt the company ol
seil the property, and fromn the proceeds'
retain ail snrns of money and payments whichl
should be then due, or which shouid after-
wards become due dnring the remainder o
said seveni years, it beiing agreed that ai'
ruoneys which wouid at any titne afterwards'
become due shonld be conisidered as then
immediately dute and payable, and slîOUlî
pay the residue to G. G. made defauit, alnd
the company sold said property. IIeld, that
the company was not entitled to interest for
the reinainder of said seven years after the
principal had been repaid.-Ex parte Osborlt6*
In re Gold.smith, L. R. 10 Ch. 41.

See BÂNKRUPTCY, 3 ; NOTICE ; POWER.

NEGLIGENCE.

B., who was fifty-two years of age and verl
near-sighted, was a passenger to H.on thle
defendants' railway, and occupied the ree
carniage. The train stopped at H., leavillg
the two rear cars witbin a tunnel, which 'WB
dark, and leaving the last car opposite a lies?
of rnbbish. A passenger in the last carriage
but oîîe heard the naine of the station clë
out in the usuai way, and got ont on tO
narrow piatform which was a continuationl Of
the main platform. The passenger heard %
groan and found B. iying with bis legs acrOss
the rails and between the wheels of the Car
riage, and his body on the rubbish ' He thl'l
heard the warning «"Keep your seats," 5after
which the train moved on. Held, that ther
was evidence of negligence on the part of
defendants to go to the jury--Bridges V.
rectors of lVorth Landon Bailway, L. R.
L. 213 ; s. c. L. R. 6 Q. B. 377.

Sec RÂILWAY ; TREspÀss.
NEw TRIAL.

In an action for slauder the juryfod
verdict for the plaintiff, with one farthiIl9
danmages. A uew trial was ordered, o n tle
ground that the damages showed thattl
jury bad made a compromise. -Falvey
Stanford, L. R. 10 Q. B. 54.

NOTICE. -

A. agreed to lease certain land and b'11~io

houses on it. B. agreed verbaiiy to subje.th

froni A. a portion of the land, togetheIr"À.
the building to be erected upon it Y k
After this the owner of the land execut~Je
lease to A., who then, without the knolde
of B., deposited the lease with C. as a se' OS,
for a boan. At the time of making the
B., who had originally been let into psesod
had gone away, so that the ho use onth Ior
was vacant, and C. had no notice, actUa 0
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