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the wilI to have the incumbrance on the pronerty devised paid out
of the residue, applied in the present cas( the right flot having
been negatived byr the testator, and that the devisees of the----
niortgaged property were flot therefore entitled to compete wvith
tlie pecuniary legatees.

WILL-POWER 0F APPOINTMBsNT-ExuRLisE 0F POWVFR-DEPAVLT OF APPF0I14T-
MEIFNT-DECLARATION OF PONES 0F POWR[t-IMPLISI) APPOINTMENT.

I r/ack,faekv. acrk (1899) i Ch. 374 is a rather curious case,

ad illustrates how the legitimate intentions of people are soma-
tmsfrustrated by the law, Mrs. Beaumont had, under the wvill

oi' hcr brother, Charles jack, a power to appoint a sumn of Ci 5ooo
lirg er three children in such shares as she miglit naiam, and,

ii leal of appointmient, the fund %vag ta gotu lier threr children
cciti:lly. Mrs. Beaumont made ber will in exercise of the power,
aild appointed one-third of the fund to lier son until hie should

a:;ncharge or otberwise dispose of it, and then over ta his
cli:Iien, and one-sixth to eacli of lier two daughters ; and she
stuited in her wvill that s'ioŽ made no appointment of the rcrnaîning
two-sixthis of the £i 5,c00, " as I wishi theim ta pass directly ta iny
said twao daughters, so as to give themn an immnediate vested and
disposable interest therein, and I also declare that neither my son
nor his children (if any) shail take any share or interest in the
said tunappointed part of the said trust funds."

Notwithstanding ibis vcry plain expression of the intention of
the donee of the power, Ramer, J., held that the unappointed one-
third passed as uipon default of appointment among the three
chiidren equally, and that the son wvas nlot put to an election
bctwecn the third appoînted ta him aLld bis share of the
utitl)moiinîed one-third, nor %vas there an appointmient of the one-
tiiiç in favour of the daughters by implication, sceing that the
dowe of the pover expressly declared that she did flot miake an
appit i nen t.

PARTNERSIP-SALR OF BUSIsiKSS i-O SURVIVIN PARTNXR-Gk'X)1OW!LI. VALVE
01:, 110W ESTIMAi-E».

1', re lAivid & Maftliews (iggg) 1 Ch. 378 %vas an arbitration
f1trin %which a case %vas stated by anl arbitî ator appoitited ta

tak -the partnership accaunts of a firm which had heen dissolved.
A svni of Letricheux & David formerly carried on busiincjs under
th,ud naine. Letricheux died in 186 and David & ivatthewtà


