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WEEICLY COURT.

RIE FAR-RELL.

Wil (Ju4rclia -Residuary Clause - Eumeratlom qý
Arlickes-,Ejusdent Generis Rule-'onstructîon bIdtd
Suhjeci of Lapsed D)evise.

Motion by the executors of thec wilI of Decnis arl,
deceased, for order deelaring eonstruetion of xvill.

A. 11. Clarke, K.C., for applieants.

F. W. Hareourt-, for infants.

MABEE, J.: Une clause of the wiIl of ,the te>tatorý iý
olo,:" 1 give, devise afld bequeaîtl ail nîv ruai ami per-

sonal estate,... .. in the inanner followiîng, etc. One
of the clauses which followcd provided that a sister should
have certain liidus owned liv the testator, whieh devisev has
lapscd.

The Iast clawse is as follows: "Ail the test and reksidue.
of mv estate, eonsisting of money, promissory note or notes,
vehicles, and iniplenients, 1 give ani bequea-th to my brother
Andrew," etc.; and the Court is asked to say whether Aun-
drew is cntitled under the residuary elause to the Iapýsed.
devise.

Timcwell v. Perkins, 2 Atk. 102, is an authorîty that
general words will bcecut down to articles ejusdein gen.eris,
not înerely where the gencral words f ollow the articles, but
when they precede it, providcd it appears elearly that the
enumeration cf the articles is intended te be explanatory
of the general words, and not nierely to shew thet eýxtent
of the gif t....

[Reference to Gower v. Davis, 29 Beav. 222; Masou v.
Ogden, [19031 A. C. 1; King v. George, 4 Ch. 1). 1:3-i, -ý ('b,

T). 627.1
These cases follow tle olii case cf Bridges v. Býridyes, s

Viner's Abr. 295.
Whether Timewell v. Perkins înay ho regarded as ovt.r-

ruled or not, it eertainlv has not been foilowed îin many onf
the later cases: Theobald, 5th cd.. p. 205.


