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WVILýANUITY--DSoxT To PlUeClIA$E ANNUITY-DL".TI OP

ANNUITANT l]]CPOX PUROHASU-RiG01T OP A>NNUITANTS R8E-
PRM8NTAIV2 TO CAPITAL VALUE OP *NiUJTY,

In re Brunnting, Gammon v. Dale (1909) 1 Ch. 276, la this
case a testator bequeathed an annuity to his &Ïster for life, to
commrence froni his decease, and direced his executors toi pro-
vide therefor by buying a government annuity. Onie quarter 's
payrnent of the annuity had been made, but before the annuity.
wag brought the annuitant died. ler persanal represertative-
claitned ta be paid the capital value of the annuity at the, date r

when the last payment ivas made, and N11eville, J., held that she
wag so entitied, the only point contested was as ta the date at ý' d
which the annuity shoaild be valued, the residuary legatee con- ~
tcndixig ;t should be valued at the time of the testator 's death,
and the quarterly payment deducted froni the value os then
ascertained.

TR(IST-POWEJ,' TO APPOINT NEW TRIUSTPE--EKECtTORS OP LAR' Ir~
SURVIVINO TPIUSTeP--APPOINTMENT D3Y DONEI, OF POWER,--
VALIDITY OP ÀPPOIr;TMENT--CONVYYNCIKG AND P1OI0IIBTYr
-ACT, 1881 (44-45 VîcMr C. 41), s. 3-(.O.c. 127, s. 4>-
TRtusTEE AOT, 1896 (56-57 VICT. c. 53), Us 10, 25--(R.Sý.
C. 129, s. 4; o. 336, s. 21).

Iii re Routledge, Rau tiedge v. Said (1909) 1 Ch. 280. The -ý,
validity of an appointrncnt of nlew trustees was in question. By
a separation deed mnade in 1874 property was conveyed to twa
trustees upan certain trusats and by the sanie deed power to ap-
point new~ trustees was gîven ta Williami and Jean Routledge.
Bath the trustee died, and the executors of the last surviving
trustee under 44-45 Viet. c. 41, s. 3 (sec B.S.O. c. 127, s. 4), acted 4-kÀ
as trusteès, lu 1908 William and Jean Routledge, ander the
Trustee Act, 1896. s. 10 (sec R.S.O. c. 129, a. 4), appointed new
trur9tees, and made thec usual vesting deelaration (sec RiS.O. c.
129, s. 5). The execufaors clainied that the appointment was ae
nullity beeause fhpy werc fIe existing fruetees, and though will- ï
ing ta retire could not be displacqd except by the order of the
court under 56-57 Vict. o. 53, si 25 (see R.S.O. o. 386, o. 21), but'a
Neville, J., held that althoagh the exerutors were trustees of the .

settlement until the new trustecs were appoinfed, the appoint- 4
nient of ncw trustees uzider the power was valid and operated
forthwith ta oust the executors for ail purpos;es of the trust, and 4

tIat they were bound ta hand over the trust property and ail
munimeDta of titie ta tbe new trtees.
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