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It is somfetin2es said tha't quch and such a case is an "e.cep-
tion"' to the eju8dem generis ruie. This seerrsQ an incortet way
of iooking at the inatter, and in stich ceues it shouild rather bc
said that on the construction of the docurrent the generaiity of 2
the words in question could flot be restricted. Ivi8on v. t7a8.qol
(1853, 3 D.M. & G. 958) is 'an iilustratiGn of this. A debtor
assigned ail his etock-in-trade, etc., and "effects what'soever and
wherc.oeNer 1 to his creditors, "except the wearing apparel"l of
tha assignor. The question was whether his contingent interest
in the residue of a testator's estate passed by the deed. It was held 3
that it did pass. Lord Justice Knight Bruie said, referring to
the absence of any "restrictive context: "1 lav% Ioed in
vain for such a context, and, not finding it, 1 inust hold that
the ivords ouglit to bc understood . .. as includng this
property." Lord Justice Turner said the effeet of the exception
of the wearing apparel was "that aIl the assignor's property, with
that exception, was intended te, pasa.' The-mention of the
exception, in fact, 8trengthened the literai mcaning of the generai
words, according te the maxirn Exceptio firnai regularn in casibus
non excepi-or The exception proves the rule.

The application of the dortrine of ejusdem generis to the con-
struction of statutes has been raised in the Courts quite recently
with regard to more than one statute-the Increase of JFent and
Mortgage Interest (War Restrictions) Act 1915 and the Ctistoins
Consolidation Act 1876. Neither of these iii a penal Act, but both
xnay be classpd as reinedial, and it seems possible that, in regard
to the restriction of general words under the doctrine of ejusdem
generi8, there inay be a distinction betwveen reiedial and penal
Act&. In the case of a reinedial Act the natural tendency of the
judiciary is to make the scope of the statute as wide as reasonably
rnay be, and so give an extensive meanig to general words.
The natural tendency in the case of a penal Act is lUstKthe con-
trary-to restrict the scope of the statute and give a narrow inean-
ing to general words, so that punishment may net lie itiflicted
unleas the Act alleged te b,3 penal is ini the plainest terins declared
by the Legiolature to be soi'4

A good example of a penal statute--outside ordinary criminal
statutes--is the Sunday Observance Act~ 1677. he persons tei
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