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of my e»tnt.', including a rtrtaiii fund '"), doeo not make tho gift c hap. x«».
of that pnjiMTty sppcific {k).

(-*) Tlie mere fact that the testator ennmeratts some specific

things in the gift of ri'Hidu.' (a- all n>y furiiitiiro, mttU-. «heep and
hII my other p^Tsonal oMaU- ") doen not make the gift of thoro
things it|>ei>iiic (/).

(:!) If the testator disposes specifically of the bulk of hix pro-
perty (as by giving his t'onsols to A., his mining shares to B., his

l.nseholds to C, and so orV and adds to one of these gifu
111! the residue of his i^rsonal estate, that gift is sfiecific so
far as rt-ganls the property »i>ecifically described {m). There
iin- also eases in which a gift of residue, followed by an enume-
rntion of a|)ecitic things, has F»een held to be specific with regard
to them («), but it may i>.>rhap» be cloubted whether they would
Id' followed at the present day.

It may Ije noticed that in liethnne v. Kettttedif, in which the doc-
trine in question apjiears to have been first laid down, the question
was whether the legatees for life were entitled to the income of the
luiided projMTty in specie («,).

In Re Kenditll's Trust (/.), the testator l>equeathed to his mother
" everything 1 die possessed of, namely," certain money and
chattels, and added :

" Anil lest there be any dispute I declare
again that I leave everything 1 die possessed of to my dearest mother
for her entire and sole use and benefit as stated above :

"
it was

held that the whole residue passed.

It rarely happens that it is necessary to consider the distinction Uisiiuctinn

between general and residiinry bequests, for almost every will con- ^^^vnX
tains one general residuary be.piest, but the question sometiin.'s nXu, »"

arises. Thus in RiOny {,/).a testator bwiueatl.edpecimiary legacies, '"•'i" "•

and gave all h^s personal estate, exeejjt money and securities

U) *. TiMtitVn KtUilf. 2 ell. I). Ill's ;

Munloiiiild V. Irviiif, 8 Cli. I). MM ; Ht
Ktiwn EMale, U U., 8 Kq. 482 (tiiiiil

Uimteil to become pmt ul ivaiiliiiiiy

estiile). Hut if tile testillor l-.fter a L'ill

<if • Illy |)io(i.rty " oxidaiiis that ii

loiisists of eiTtaiii iiiveHtiiieiitM, tlii-"

aii|«ai.s to make it .sfmilje : Uiihhniil
\. Y-niny, 10 Be.i. 2l>;». Hill i|u. ; this
may bo cme of llioso oases while the
<'oiirtM have overlookiil the liistiiictioii

belwi en a aptvilie be<iuc»t and (lie en-
joyment in M|Hvieof a rcsidiiaiv beiiuesi.
Sec Chap. XXXiV.

(/) He (JretH, 4(» Ch. 1>. CIO; 7'<iv/.,i-

V. Taylor, l> .Situ. 246; Saiyf ni v.
li'ljirli. 12 .hir. 42!t ; Siilli.rhnid v.

' .«<•
. I Coll. 4!»8 ; fitlding v. PreMnn,

1 Ue t i. & J. 438 ; Fairer v. Park, 3 Ch.
I). 3IHI; Tighe v. Fealher-ilntihaugh, 13
L. K. Ir. 401 ; Bridget v. Bridges, 8 Viii.
Abr. Idvi,,-, 2!I5 K. pi. 13.

(»«) II III V. Hill. II .Jnr. N. S. 800;
I.iiiigduk V. FKHioiidi; Ir. H., 4 Kq. 570;
Cliirtr V. Biillir. I Mer. 304 (n-MH-atioii
of iM'ipieHt of " resiiliie " hold not to
apply to sjK!<'i(io thing* bequoathed
with it).

(n) Belli inie v. Keiinedi/, I My. & C,
114 : Mills V. Brown, 21 Bea. 1."

(») As to this, see Chap. XXXIV.
(/<) 14 Bea. «i08.

(?) 20 Ch. U liTO.
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