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law it would serve to follow that no estate could be distributed
with safety as long ar any lease wa8 current on which a liability
might accrue; and would be tantamount to giving a lessee a se-
curity for his rent which ini King v. Malcoi, 9 Hare 692, lie was
held flot to be entitled to.

WILL-CONSTRUCTION-GIFýT TO "CHILDREN" -ILLEGITIIATE
CHILDREN-BELIEF OP TESTATRIX THAT ILLEGITIMATE CHIL-
DREN WERE LEGITIMAT'T.

In -e Pearce, Alliance Assurance Co. v. Francis (1914) 1 Ch. 254.
A testatrix whose wilI dated in Il,-"1 was in question in this case,
gave the residue of lier property in trust for hier brother W. W.
Francis for life and after his death in trust for ail or any of bis
children living at, the death of the survivor of the brothtr and
the testatrix. At the date of the will the brother had six illegiti-
mate children living, by a woman named King, who had (lied inl
1900, and two legitimate children by a su'i)sequent marriage.
The woman King had been accepted and received in society as
the brother's wifc and bis six chîldren by lier were regarde(l as
legitimate and the testatrix knew anl( was fond of thcm all, and
Francis in response to an application by hier for a list of his châdren
prior to the makîng of hier will had inforrned bier that they were
the children of his first wife. The question wvas whether these
illegitimate children wer,, entitled to participate in the bequest
of the resi(lue. Sargant, J., held that they were not (1913) 2 Ch.
674 (noted anle p). 64) and the Court of Appeal (Cozens-Hardy,
M.R. ani Eady and Phillimori,, L.JJ.) affirmned bis decision and
hield that the faèt tbat the testatrix believed them to be illegitimate
did flot constitute an exception to the general rule that under a
bequest to cbildren only legitimate cbildren <ran tak.e. Their
lordships held that the onli two exceptions to that rule are those
stated in 1h11l v. ('rook, L.R1. 6 H.L. 265. and Dorin v. Dorin, L..
7 11.1.. 568.

WILL-GENERAL ('IHARGE. OF' >EiiT: INCLUDING MORTGAGE I)EBTS

l(EAITY--l-ATER (i.ACSJ DEViSING SPE('IFIC PRiOi'EITY FOR
PAYMENT OF I>EIiTS.

Iiire.1Major, Tiiylor v. Ma1 jor (1914) 1 Chi. 278. An origiiiating:
SUinnion1S %Vas i'sied in t bis case to (tel ermîne certain quiest ions
arising under a will whereb >v% t lii testator, at th leconimencemient
t hereoi sai(l -' First 1 wiIl t luit ail niv j tist,Ic -;t (iflclfdiiig mort-
gage dl6.lts) an(l funerai and testainentary expenses lie paid and
sat ustled. ' lle t hen ileviseut ýsJ'iiell.% certain parts o>f luis


