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that in the event of alienation by, or bankruptcy of, a legatee bis
interest shail cease and determine, applied to, acts committed after
the date of the will, but before the testator's death ; and the ques-
tion was whether tbat rule applies generally to aIl forfeiture
clauses, including such as that in the present case of marrying
within forbidden degrees; one of the daugbters of the testator
having married, during the lifetime of the teF cator, lier first cousin.
Kekewich, J., came to the conclusion that ir did apply; but the
Court of Appeal (Williams, Stirling and Cozens-Hardy, LJJ.),
dctermined that it did flot, and that the will in que5tioii, on its face,
shewed that the acts of forfeiture in the testator's con terr plation, were
3icts occurring after his death and, therefore, as to marriage within
the forbidden degrees, the clause must be held to apply only to such
marria<;es contracted after bis death ; the reasoni whv a different
rule applies tco forfeitures in case of alienation or banikruptcy is, as
LindleY, 1. J., eNplained in Mlarctiec v. Jhr1-a/fc, supra, in order to
give effcct to the obvious intention of the testator to secure the
personi cnjoýyment by the legatee of ti:? propertv left to him by
the will.

SEUTLEMENT - COVFNA.NT TO SETTLE AFTER AcýiuiRrD PROPER TY-CONSTR,.C

Tios- AN\WtiTv.

In 'cot' /ng Gicgo01y V. D'djg(1 904) 1 Ch. 44 1, involved
the qluetiun whiether a general covenant to settie after acquired
Propert~ *, %% licher in possession of covenantor or otll2-rwisc, afféý-tcd
ant annuity for life acquired by the covenantor duiring coverture.
Kekcrwichi. l.. herld that unless ihiere ivas something in the covenant
expresIv making it applicable to such an intercst it wvould flot be
.aught h)'v the covenat .A*s lie points out, if the contrary werc
the case it wo<uldl have the effect of necessitatii.g the conversion of
eacb iint.ilincnt of the annuity into capital su that onîiv U.e iliterest
thereý-iî allonc wouldl have becti payable to the cestuis (lue trust of
the settici;:nt. a result whichi could not bc deemedl to hiave beeni
the intent 1. n - f the part les.

UPAATION 01110 SF.-TTI.FMES',T M' '.FPARATION I1EI Il. CHI'LDRF.-, I

In r( .'Piik S1< ^irkj, v. Masser, ( 1904'\ 1 Cli. 4; 1, shews
that the ..ýuier,îl rule thiat a scjmration betwecni husbandl ami
%vite is [I)t -inî viî to bv the psrtics sulbse(ctetl% resuiniîîg co-lhabi-


