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V. Uul, Unmrd (m). where the testatrix, after «ivin« !•-.-;';[»;;

of all her in..nev. referred to it afterwards aa canh th.n whh

•Id to restrict ti.e .«ea„in« of the word to money ntrtctly ho called,

t rometin.e« apiH-arn from the co„t..xt that the t-t« - mea
J

bv
•'
ntonev." not the whole of hin general iK^rnonal eHtate. but

1 ex ept'a certain ,mrt of it. Thnn. in B^nreU v. \Sh>te («)

K nSy. V.-C. «tid that the U-ntatrix by "money meant

Mer primal e.t.t.. other than plat... furniture, hornen carr.Hje.

Ac Hart v. Ueman^lez (..) was a Hm.dar cam-. So in Llo,fd

V L/.W .) a direction to pay del.tB, Ac. out of nu.ney was

leld to tlrow tl...n primarily on the te.tatrix'a prsonal e«ta e

o h r than the leaseholds and furniture, which w^"- Pari.cu
'

rlv

Xrel to. And in Re To>n^U:j (,,) it was held that a g. ul

"al my moneys" pass..d the general i^-rsona estate other than

the furniture; part of the furniture was s,K.cifkally bequcathcl

;

as to the rest of It there was an intestacy.

But in cases which do not fall within any of the rules abov.

referred to. the word " monc "is strictly

--^^^f;;;^
Lowe V. Thomi» (r) a testatrix bequeathed to A. the whoU

S^my money" for his life, at his death to be divided between

B and C. ; then followed trifling specific bequests to B. and t., with

a ll se;t.nce declaring that the longest survivor of them was

to bci^ome
" possessor of the whole money ;

it was held that

a sum of stock did not pass by this bequest.

And if the context shows that the word " money is used ...

its strict sense, it will not receive the more extended constrtvct.on^

merely on the strength of even an expressed intention to dispose

^ all the estate. Thus, in Ommanne, v. Butcher (s) whore a

testator, after commencing his will in the folowing t«>^ny
;

A B.. considering in what manner I should have my fortune

disposed of, in case of my death, do make this my wdl
:

-be-

queathed numerous stock and a few money legacies
;
and afU

disposing of some books and other s,>ecific articles, he directed

Im) 34 Be». 487.
, .

in) 24 L. .1. Ch. 724. (lUndemnq v.

Okndfniiu,, U :'•». 324. appiant to have

been decidiHl oi. the same pnneiple,

but tlxrc the tes atoi added the word
" goods "

; the < uestion waH whether

the gift of " mo cy and goods " com

pri8e<i money in the funds, and it was

held thai it did.

(o) 52 L. T. 217. It IS not clear

whether Lynn v. Ktnidge, West. Kep

t. Hard. 172. was decided on this

principle ; see the remarks in Uart v.

Hernandez, supra.

S^I:I:^-516. H.Smi,H^^2

Ph. I). 302) seems to have been decKted

on the same principle.

(r) Kay, 3(19 ; 5 D. M. A (.. ih,.

(/.) T. & R. 2IH). Compare HiiMncj"

V. Hnne, ante, and Knohin v. Wyl»-.

in H UC 1. where a nift of " the whol.

of ray capital, which shall rciiwin will.

me after my death in nwly money and

in bank billets." was held not to pass

a sum of stock.

H^i^-


