
in the judgment delit, wbich by statute oniy
bore four ý,er cent. intcrest.-Iit re Buropean
Central Iilway Co. Ex parte Oriental Fmnan-
cial Corporation, 4 Ch. D. 33.

.JURIBDIdTION.

The court of chanccry bas no jurisdiction to
seli chattels settled iii strict settlenient, althougli
the sale would lie foi thc benetit af ail parties in-
terested.-D'Ayncourt v. Gregory, 3 Ch. D. 635.

LAPSiE. -- See LEGÂcY, 9.

LAw, -MISTAKE OF".

Au executor anti a legatee severally took the
advicc of their counsel ulpon the construction of
the will, and in accordance with the opinions
tbey received the executor traîîsferrcd and the
Iegatee received a certain share of the betjueatlied
property. Two years later, said legatcc filed a
b ill agaiitst tîte executor and aîtother legatec, al-
lcging tîtat oit the truc construction of the will
she was entitled to a larger suin than thtat whidli
site had received, and praying repayînent froîtt
the otiier legatec. Held, that the bll could not
lie niaintained.- Rogers v. la gham, 3 Ch. D. 351.

LÂTY DAys.-See CIÂIiTERPARITY, 1.

LmAsh.

A testator gave to trnstees a"tithe reîît-dharzc
to which lie was entitled on a tweîity-oiîe years'
lea.e, wbicit was rcnewed in practice every seven
years on payînent of' a fille, upon trust to i'cnew
the lease ont of tite proceeds of tîte titiies, and
<livide thc surplus cqually during thc life of bis
wife betwecî liter and the testator's graîîdchuldreîi;
and after blis witè's decease said titites wcre to,
form part of the testator's residluary estate. Tîte
trtîstee.s wei'c gîven power to seil tîte rent-cliarge.
The lease ceasc<l to lie rcncwable. TLhe trustees
accurnulatcdl a renewal fund frontl the iiîconse.
_Uld, ttat, thte truîstees nîust sel1 tbe lcaseliold
inte'est anti apply the inconîe of its proceedas
and of saîd renewal fund for the benefit of those
entitled duriîtg the life of' the testator'8 widow.
Maddy v. Hale, 3 Chi. D. 327.

LEGACY.

1. Bequest "lto ecd of the tlîrce chtîdren of
my niece L. of oile tlîousand pounids." At the
date of the wiIl L. liad tbree c1iilî'ein livinîg anîd
a fourth est ventre sa 7mère. The tesatrix died
before the biîtlî of thc fonî'tl child. Ild, that
the tlîree dhidreit brni at tIe date of tIe will
only wcre entitled to legacies.-Jn re P,'itery's
B.state. Jones v. Emnery, 3 Cli. D. 300.

2. A testatar bcqueatlîed al] bis lîonsebold fur-
niture whidh shîou d lie in his capital niessuage
at lus death to trustees iii trust to permit tîte
same to lie etijoyC< as iteirloons witb said mes-
suige. The testator, who wvas occupying short-
Iy liefare lus uleatht a bouse itot bis own, inoved
bis furniture to lus sai ittessuage with the inîten-
tion of' leaving it thiere ; but the tentant of the
mlessuaglce, wlîicb was tien untler lease, refused
to peinmit tue furîtiture to lie placed iii tue botuse
dnriîîg lus tenancy, and it was .'uccrdingly stored
in farta buildinîgs bloîuging to, tue testator.
lld that said ftîrniture iii the fatîi buildings

passed tînder said beque't.- Rau'linsom v. itaw-
linsom, 3 Ch. D. 302.

3. Zequest of "lail îîy personal propcrty, all
sunîis of' iîoney wvhili 1 may possess, or inay libe
owing ta nie at the tjin of niy decease, together
'witli al] tie furîîiture, farmitig implerneîuls, stock,
*and crap, belinging " to the testator's estate.
Heldl, that tue legacy was not specific.-Ftlilir
V. Park, 3 Chi. D. M0.

4. A testator held £1500 upon trust to paY
the intercat of £1000 to his sîster E. for life, and
after ber death in trust for hier children, with a
sirnilar trust as to the reinainiîîg £500 for bis
sister A. By his wifl the testator directed that
£1000 sliould be paid to hib sister E. and £500
to bis sister A. HIeld, that the bequests to E.
and A. were itot to be taken in satisfaction of
the sums lield by the testator in trust for said
legatees.-Fairer v. Park, 3 Cli. D. 309.

5. A testatrix directed lier debts and funeral
and testarnentary expenses and the legacies
thereby bequeathed, to lie paid b)y lier executors ;
and after bequeathing certain pecuniary legacies
and specitic articles, -she mnade a specific devise
and tîten gave bier residuary real and person ai
estate to A. and B. tipon certain trusts, and ap-
pointcd A. and C. lier executors. lleld, that
the residuary rcdl estate was clîarged with the
legacies, aithougli the executors,' who were not
the trustees of the will, wcre directed to pay sncb
legaeies.-it re Brooke. Bruoke v. Jtooke,3C(h.
D. 630.

6. A testator gave Ilis real anti persoflal prop-
erty to bis wife for life, and direct.ed the princt-
pal to be equally divideil after bis wife'q deatit
" amongst ail my farnilv that shall le thien liv-
ing, wlieni tliey shall atta ii the ag~e otf twenity-ofl6
years." At the date of the xvili, th e testator's
wife anti seven chuldren were living, soi-ne twefl-
ty-one, sone nadi(er that aga, and one nîarried
and liaving children. At the death of the wife,
three cbuldren were survîving;- two lad (lied un-
ntarried ; oîîe had died leaving a widow - and
one bad died leaving a widow and dhuldren.

lt, liat the testutor's clbuldren could aloue
take under the word.t Ilîîîy f*aiiily." -1>4/g VI.

C'larke, 3 Cli. D. 672.
7. A testatordirectedl that his debts and funeral

expenses should lie paid by bis executor-s "froun
rnoncy or proniissory, notes, or bis lue at the
tinie of niy decease at the bank and ebewhere,
the rernainder to lie equally divided to niy sur-
viving chuldren." Thiere were pievious gifts itt
the will of varions r.ortionis of the testator's prop,
erty. JIeld, that the above gift of the reatainder
only inclu(led the reminxder of said nioney notes
and bills, and wvas tiot a leneral residuary gift.-
Juil v. Jacubs, 3 Cli. D). Î03.

8. A testatrix l)equeatbed to ecd of the tbr&
cliildreîi of "lMrs. W., wiidow of the late W.,
£100. At the date of the will the said Mrs. W.
had been îîîarriud for fifteen years to a seconid
husbaxid, to the testatrix's knlowledge, and had
liad by lit six cbuldren. By lier ftst busballd
shc bad liad five children of whin two were 1iv'
ing at the date of said wili. lIeld, that said tWO

dhuldren Iby the tirst husband werc alone entitlI
to the Iegacy. -NVeiviaiz v. Pie rcey, 4 011. D. 41.

9. 'ýegacy fromn B. to "lthe executors or xc
utrix of' C., the surn of £100." At the date Of

B.'s will t'. was dleadl, and in bis wiII bad aP-
pointed ait executor aind two executrixes, all Of
wlioitî predeccasi, B. It was contendcd that e.
lîad nmalle a gift to perdonS de.eignaoe and that
by their death the legscy lapsed. jield, that
thc leqacy was given ta the legal persanal rePIO-
sentative of C and diti not lapse.- TretheicY Ir-
Helyar, 4 Chi. D. 53.

10. A bequcst of Ilforcign bonds' "by a],Engj
libwonian, was hcld not to include bonds IsSud
by the colouy of' New South Walcsl.--Hllv
Ruit, 4 Chi. D. 97.
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