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WiLL-LGAcy »Y PA«INT Te cEiLD-IxPÂNT- CONîTINGEN
GIr--CONTnqENCY NO? REPTMABLE TO LEOJJEE A'rTAINING
XAJORPIY-INqTEEET-MAIINTNE--SXAI OP RIDVTE.

In re Ab*èa1iatns, Abrahanu v. Ben doin (1911) 1 Ch. l08.
The facts of thi% case were, that a testator by hie will bequeathed
to each son living at hie death whi should attain the age of
twenty-five years, £15,000, anid a further sum of £15,000 to
each son who uhould attain thirty years. He aise directed his
trustees to stand possessed of, 3/14 parts of his net residuary
estate in trust for his son Frank in case and when ho attained
21 years, a.nd provided that the said shares should not vest
absolutely in hin, but should be heid in trust for aini for I<e,
and after bis death ini trust for hie ehildren. Frank was Il
when the te&tatoe died, iii 19Ô9. This was an application »y
the trustees to determine whether the two legacice of £15,000
te Frank carried iuterest and from what tiine. It was argurd
on behaif of the other parties interested in the estate that the
gift of the share of the residue contigent on Frank attaining
21, the interest of whieh under s. 43 of the Conveyancing Aet
was available for hie maintenance, %vas such a provision for
h;s maintenance as wz ald in any Pase preclude hirn frnmi
getting interest on the two contingent legacies of £15,000, hii'
Eve, J., in deferenee to Re Mloody, 5 Ch. D. 837, held ti,
it was flot; though. he said but for that decision, he wouid hae
held that it was. But on the main point he ivas of tlhe opinion
that the rule of the Court allowing interest on legacies to in-

j ' faute contingent on their attaining 21 when givpn by a parent
or person i :000 parentis, eould not be extended to the gift of
legacies given by a parent te a child, where the eontingencj, as in
this ease the attaining 25 and 30 years, had no reference to the
infancy of the legatee.

Wn.,-DEvîs« 0p REAL EsTàTEý-TtJtST TO APPLY NET 19ENTS MN

DISCIXÂROP op MoitTOAoE-REMOTENES--GIPT TO UNAgCER-
TAINED CTLAS--GIPT 0F RUWDUE.

lin re BotWic, Ryle v. Byte (1911) 1 Ch. 116. lu this case
the. rie against perpetuities wau invoked. A testator had de-
viâed ail bis real estate te hie executors upon trust toi receive the
rents, and after paying thereout rates, taxes, outgoings, and re-
pairs, to psy off al mortgage charges existing on thq m al estate
held by a certain building society or others. anmd upon trust
after the rnortgages were paid off to seli and divide the pro-
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