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from proceeding with a distress for rent payable in advance,
on the ground that wýnding-up proeeeding3 had been commenced
agairnst the plaintiff company. Neville, J., refused the motion,
on the ground that the distress had been levied before the winding-
up, and it was -iot shewn that it would be inequitable to allow
it to proceed, and wi.th this view the Court of Appeal (Cozens-
Hardy, M.R., and Pickfordi and Warrington, L.JJ.) agreed, and
the fact tha' the rent was payable in advance was held to De no
special reason for restraining the distress.

CONSTRUcTON 0F DEED-APPOINTMENT 0F "TRUST FUNDS AND
PROPERTY!' WI-HoUT WORDS 0F LIMITA&TION-ABSO)LTE
INTERESTr-(R.S.O. c. 109, S. 5).

In re Nuit, M1cLaughlin v. MeLaughlin (1915) 2 CF. 431. In
this case a tenant for life, havîng power to appoint the remainder
of the trust estate in favour of lier children, executed a deed of
appointmr-nt of "the trust funds and property" in favour of bier
four sons in equal shares wvithout anv words of limitation. The
trust estate consisted of money and r-il estate, and money sub-
ieet to a trust to lie laid out in the purchase of real estate, and
the question was raised whether the sons took the real estate
and monev to be laid out in real estate absolutelv or onlv as
tenants for life. Neville, J., held that it %vas clear under the
appointrnn that the sons were to taqke the morney qbsolutely,
and also the monîey to bc laid out -.>i ]and, which mrust bc regarde<l
lis monev, because the notionai conversion in equity hiad never
i>een carried to such an extreme Iength as, in the present circuin-
stanc-s, to require it to be* regarded as land,1 and lie ise held
that this disposition of the mopey sufficiently indicated the
intention of the appointor *hat the appointees should aIso take
the realtv absolutely.

WILL-TENANT FOR LIFE ANI)ELNER~-NUT<IIE
INVESTMENTS HELD AT TESTATOR'5 DEATII-POWERt TO CON-
%VERT1-Ri(;HT OF TFISANT roR IFE 10 IN('ONF IN SPE!'IE.

In r<e Rogers, Publie Trustee v. Rogers (1915) 2 Ch. 437. BN
the will in quesýtion in this cqse, the testator gave ahl hîs residuarv
estate to the Public Trustee, with the consent of the testator's
wife, te sell and convert and wvith the like consent to postponc
ýsale andi conversion and to hold procm. ds upon trust te invest
in cortain specified securities and pay the ineome to the wife
<luring her life. At, the time of the tcstator's death the cstate
comprised investments flot authorized by the will ani whieh


