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participate therein jointly with the children of the first marriage
The ca-se we may observe is one of first impression.

19 reSmildtr, hledJûrd v. Hlugkems'19Jo3) 1Ch. 198 thepoint to
12e solved was whether an illegitimate child was entitled ta take
under a gfft to the issue of bi% father. The testator in a prior
part of bis will had guven the proceeds of certain property upon
trust for the children af bis nephew George, - including among
such children Samiuel, the illegitimate son of my said nephew."
The testator tben gave the proceeds of certain other property upon
trust (or such of eight named nephews and nieces 'includingr
George". as should bc living at the death of bis niece Mary-, and
the issue living at the death of 'Mary- of such of bis other nepliews
and nieces as should die in her lifetime leaving issue. George
predeceascd Mary, leavîngf issue, orne illeg7timate son, namleb,
Samuel ,and the question ivas, therefare. whethcr Samuel ivas
entitleci to take under the latter disposition, and Kekewich. J., heid
that lit: ias, at the same time admitting that the later decisions
had dcparted somcwvhat Iram tI"e s-trict rule origina]]lv laid down in
such cases by Lord ElIdon.

PRACTriCE -IDERENTt-RE HLE<.TO-RGT FPLAINTIFF Tt. STAV
PROCEEJNGS AFTER jUDIGNENT is cLASS AÇCT!ON.

In re Alh ('<rtz61, liVard v- .41ht .103 Ch. 2o3, ivas an

-icti(en istitted 12v a debenture hoider on behalf of himself and
aIl g-thcr debenture holders of a limited company for payment af
the dehentures and appointment of a recciver. After judgmcnt
dirccting accounits, etc., the plaintiff's dlaim was satisfied and the
defendant coripaniv movcd ta stay ail procceeings, and the
question ivas raised whether the rule which prevails in creditors'
actions l)reclu(lcd the plaintiff from disconitinuing the action aier
jud-illent. Kckeichi. J., while admittin- that the plaintiff could
flot after j udgmelnt deprivc other cOebenture hiolders af the benefit
of t'le jud(gincnit if they thoughit fit ta prosecute it, y'ct considered
that a dcbcnturc holdcr's action differs froin an) ordinary adminis-
tration action, and that the plaintifr in sucli an action, even aiter
jtidrmcnt, if îlot required by an), other debenture holdcr ta go on
witil it, is at liberty to discontinue it. It must be confessed the
rcaýoiing ai the le.;rned Judge doe3 flot appear ta bce very


