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In Locke v. Duft/eP, 39 Chy. D- 387, Stirling, J., was ralled upon to construe
1not a will whereby the testator devised real estate ta his second son for lifé, with

ened remainder ta his flrst and other sans in tail maie; with remainder to the third
the son for life, with remnainder ta his first and other sons in tail maie; with .....

ying remi&Jnder ta the testator's fourth, fifth, and every âther son and sons to be
the begotten, born, or ei venztre sa mere, at the time of his decease'successively in

able tail male, with remainder ta the testator's daughters begotten, or ta be begotte n
ich as tenants in comrnon in tail ; ail the testator's sons, except the eldest, having

ing dicd ivithaut issue maie, the eidest son claimed the estate ; but it was held
the by Stirling, J., and aisa by the Court of Appeai (Cotton, Fry & Lapes, L.JJ.)
vay that having regard ta the various limitations af the wiii, the eidest son was

half exciuded from taking under the words "every other son," and although the
y$: words Ilta be begotten " do nat in their primary legal sense paint ta futurity,
out yct they wviI1 be held to do so if such an intention can be gathered from the wiii.
rith
as

r a PRACTICE-SPRVICE OUT OF' JURIMDICTION-PETITION TJNDER TRUST111 R&LIEF ACT FOR PÂT-

îng MENT OF' MONEY OUT OF' COUBT.

ty In re J7ellard, 39 Chy. D. 424, North, J., held that the Court had na jurisdic-
ty tion ta aiiow service out of the jurisdictian of a petition under the Truste Relief

ht, Act, for payment of maney out of Court. But on appeai, if appearing that the

hc order sought by the petition was one ta carry inta fuil effect an arder which had
he been recently obtained by the respondent, the Court of Appeal, without deciding
au that Ieave was necessary, gave leave ta serve the petitian on the solicitors %who

had presented the former petition, and who were wiliing ta accept service.

WxLL--Oo;STRUCrîoN-GIuT OVI&R ON DEÂTH WITKIOUT L1UVING ÂNYi OHILD OR UNILDEENy

a 8URVIVINQ.

le In re Hainlet Stéphen v. C101Nniug/t1./, 39 Chy. D. 426,- the Court of Appeal

e (Cotton, Fry & Lapes, L.J.J) afflrnied the decisian of Kay, J., 38 Chy. D. 183,
f ; notcd eiute, vol. 24, P. 361. 1 ihe Cpurt holding that the rule laid down in

1-oagrave v. Cartier, 3 V. & B. 79, in favor aof putting an a settiement or wlvi

dl making a provision for a family, such a construction as wiii give the children
indefeasible interests on their attaining 2 i, is only a rule of construction ta be
appiied in construing ambiguous words, and is nat a positive rule which wvil!
modify the effect of plain and unambiguous words.
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