280 CANADA LAW JOURNAL.

he meant to benefit the six children now living of the said .
F. Okey, by his first wife and no others. At the date of
the will five of the six children were dead, the last of the five
to die being referred to by the testator in his will as “‘my late
niece, SM.”’ The survivor was still alive and the question was
whether he was entitled to the share bequeathed to the ‘‘six
ckildren,’’ and Joyee, J., held that he was, because he held that
the children referred to by the will and eodieil were the living
children of 8. F. Okey and his first wife, and the court might
properly rejeet the number *‘six’’ on the presumption of a mis.
take on the part of the testator, as to the number actually living,

LEGACY—BEQUEST SUBJECT TU UBLIGATION TO MAINTAIN INFANTS
—INTERERT ON LEGACY.

In ve Crane, ddams v. Crane (1908) 1 Ch. 379. A testator
hequeathed the income of a legaey to his daughter-in-law during
her widowhood, subject to the obligation of maintaining her
deceased hushand's ohildren,  The legacy wag poid over by the
trustees of the will within a year from the testutor's death with.

out interest, but the trustees of the legaey elaimed that as an
obligntion of maintenanee of the ehildren had been imposed on
the daughter-in-law, interest shouid be paid on the legacy from
the testator's death, but Eady. .., held that the case was dis-
tinguishable from the cases where a testator gives n legaey to
infants, ax to whom he stands in loeo  parentis, with
a direction that the income is to be applied for their mainten-
ance, and that the present being a «ift to an adult, it did not
hear interest from the death until paid over to the trustee.

Wit CONDITION - FORFEUPURE--CONDITION  NOT TO BENTER N\
VAL O MILITARY SERVICE- -PULLIC pobiey,

In re Beard, Reversionary and Geveral Securities Company,
Lonited, v, Hul (1908 1 Ch. 383, Eady, J. decided that it ix
contrary to publie poliey to inpese apy condition divesting the
interest of g devisee or legatee if he enters the naval! or military
gerviee uf the country, and that sueh a condition is therefore
void,




