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r-FUNo SUBSCRIBED FOR EDUCÂTION 0F CHIILDREN
SSURPLUS.

v, Ca.rter v. Andrew (1905) 2 Ch. 48. A number
Ieceased clergyman had subscribed to a fund for
f his surviving children. The education of the
tid for partly out of the fund thns subseribed
of money left by the deceased, and after the

bildren was completed a surplus remained of
ibed, and the question irrose as f0 whether there
trust of the balance in favour of the subscribers.
ecided that th-re was not, but that the children
it in equal shares.

CTION-' 'BE u-.7 MONEY ' -"1PECITNlIARY INVEFST-
IANKER 'S DEPOSIT NOTE.

Price v. Newton (1905) 2 Ch. 55. A teetator be-
is . . . ready money . . . and peeuniary

aving, at the time of his death, nioney on deposit
~t to withdrawal on ten days' notice. Farweil, J.,
ýy on deposit in a bank subjeet to more than
rs' notice of withdrawal was not " ready money,"

money on deposit a " peeun iary investment."

TCTION-CHARITABLE oIrr-G ,IFT TO REt3IMENTÀL
A13IARY AND PL.%TE-I>U BTI1C 1'tHV]OE-G'IFT FOR
R,.-PFaRPETU-ITv-43 Eîaz. c. 4-. ' SE'VTING OUT
i"--(R.S.O. c. 333, S. 6).
Hariàiqtou v. Watts (1905) 2 Ch. 60. In this
hadt hequeathed his residuary personalty upon
cers mess of his regiment, to be invested and the
pplied in maintaining a library for the offleers'
surplus to be expended in the purehase of plate
le also directed that two lituses should be for the
ris of the regiment at a smail rent du ring their
1 effeet of this gift was ealled in question. On
offleers composing the mess at the time of the
it wvas contended that it was Kn absolute gift of

tu them as individuals, and that the attempt to
revious absolute gift by the subsequent directions
the Attorney-General it was argued that the gift
:y was a good charitable gift under 43 Eliz. c. 4;
>f the next of kmn it was contended that the gift
ther as being a gift to maintain a iibrary, Nwhich
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