
ElNGLISII CASES.

adn'iiiistration of assets i these cireumstanees. Estate duty
under the Finance Act of 1894 is payale in respect of personai
property specifleally bequeatlied by a. testator, this is held to be
"a testamentary expense," and as such is payable in the saine
order as other testamentary expenses;- and accordingly it wvas
held by Warrington, J., that wvhere the residuary personal estaté
is insufficient to pay the estate duty on the 4peciflcally bequeathed
personality, the heir at law is not entitled to hiave the duty paid
ont of the speeifically bequeathed persona.lty in e:xoneration m'
the undisposed of rpsilty.

COM,%PANY-WINDING -' CI ~ OR PIIOSPE-CTIVIE" ('REDi-
ToR-Locus STANDI 0F PETITIONER-(I.S.C. c. 144, ss. 2(j),
12).

Li re Britisht Eqititale Bond & Mort gage Corporation (1910)
1 Ch. 574 was an application for the conipulsory winding up of
a limited company, and an ob)jection was taken to the locus staudi
of the petitioner, who was the oivner of au investinent bond issued
by the coinpany, under which on making certain periodical pay-
nients lie would at a future date becoine entitled to the payaient
of a sum of money, and it was held by Neville, J.. that lie \vas a
''contingent or prospective" creditor and as sueli entitled to
apply. Sce R.S.C. c. 144, ss. 2(j), 12.

HEiRLoo0m-DIRECTION IN NVILL FOR C'HATTELS TO I'ASS W.rH- IZEAL
ESTATE-ýDEATII 0F INFANT TENANT IN TAIL IN REMAINDEP
WITHOUT If Avi.%o PosSEsioN,-DEVOLUTION OF CHATTELS BE-
QUEATIUED AS IIEIRLOOMS.

In, re Parke akr v. Parkin (1910) 1 Ch. 581. Certain
chattels had been bcqueathed to pass with a niansion house which
w-as litnited to Edward Parker for life wvith reniainder to his
first and other sons5 in tail. The ehattels in question were directed
to continue annexed to the liouse as long as the law would permit.
The testator died in 1856 and Edward Parker Nvent into posses-
sion and his eldest son. the flrst tenant in tail, predeceased hlm,
an infant and unmnarried. Edward Parker hiad two other sons,
one of whom had attaincd twenty-one. Edward Parker now
claimed as next of kmn of his deceased eldest son to be absolutely
entitled to the ehattels, and Parker, J., held that lie was riglit in
bis contention.


