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IMPEEFECT GIFT OP PERSONÀLTY -APPOINTMENT OP DONEs
ExIECU'oR-BONDS PAYABLE TO BEABE-INTENTION TO GIVE.

Ire Stewjart, Stewart v. McLaughn (1908) 2 Ch. 251.
Neville, J., here holàe that where a testator with the intitOîtioli of
beniefiting his wife had shortly before his death purchased three
bonds pay«ble to bearer, whioh remained in hie brokor 's hand.4
at the time of his death, and by his wili he appointed his wife
one of his executors, that this appointment, foliowing Sti-ong v.

a, Bird <1874) L.R. 18 Eq. 315, had the effect of coir.pieting the
imperfect gif t of the bonds in favour of the wife, and he also
h dd that the principie of St rong v. Bird is îiot confined to the
case of the release of a debt due £rom the executor to the testn-
tor. andi that it wa.s iiiiiiiateria1 that the done,ý fii not the' sl
expeuitor.

FRIENDIXSOCEYAtIRTO t.NDrHRI'aSÇS5-Ul~
DICTIoN TO AWAIîD COSTS.

lit Clt v, Wood (1908) 2 K.B. 458, the plaintif,. a met-iber
of a f riendly soeipfy. eiaimed fo rr'strain th 1w ffleers of the stwit'f
froin sutsj'ndinig hiîîi fri the soeietY in the' followinig cireîliti
stances. Thte Fricýndlv Societi1<s Arf. 18~96, thvdu at (lis-
putes betwenn mernbers and t1w society are te he settled in the
mariner pruvitled for iîY ofi ut' I ae ic The plin itiff n nd(
his sont w'ere niembers of a Foresters' S4oeiety whit'b wîîs wvithiiî
the Aet. aî h- the flcnes of tIc suciety it wça4 provideri fhit dis-

pts abult ite sett led liv a y u abt rnfin nnd f bat t le tieisioti ut Iii
* arbitra! ion and n ppcnl etunut1it toe shoaid bu' final. and Ilint 'îný

meni4ur rifnsi ng to ronpiY shoiiid bo stispendeud. 'l' r'illes
ttiso provitlcd tInt the nriuitî'intu;îit orî~t uh'ir villier
pairt 'v to an ani)itiat iQî tt) pay coafs. Tite plaintift'ýs suoit bct'ailîc
lîjuntIie anti wvsR4 iuc tu :11 ns4yiii. 1T11v plîîimiiff. in Ili',

* ~son 's nrne, buit rvniiv tu ru'coup hiniqeif for bis sn's intcil-
anpv, appicd fo tut' stîcicfy for sivk pay, wih tiaii xvas ro-
fvrruot to n.rbitraf ion and dpeided ia the sui's faveur nti
xick pna' wvs tt\war(icd froril a cerftain tinte. Thob plainitiff fhil
oiaiinpd that if toîght to cunnînece arIif'r. eli m ii wIas nisu
rcferred( in arbit ration anid deciticd aglinsf flic fathor. wlîo was
orderod lu pit. cusîs. whivIl Ic rofiîst to do ami waqsiprlu

t froin înptnht'rPship tînder tIc rîuics, Tboc plaintiff clainwed fIai
t hr rifle provitiing for sîxs;piîioîî wi's ultra v'ires. ui)qt Colicnivuzc
J7., who tried the action, heic that it ias net. and the Court of
A ppeai (W~illiais. F.irwtcIl ondt Kennedty*. l jJJ.ý eflirnl h is


