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cd all of her estate, %which was valid accord ing to French law, and,
therefore, admitted to probate lni Engiand, It wIas claimed by the
testatrix's nex.t of kmn that the wvil was flot an execution of the
power. Byrne, J,, upheld the contention, being of opinion that
v'here -the -instrument -creating the power-prescribes special formali-

k ties in the excution oi the instrument by wvhich the power is to be
executed, it is essential that those formalities shall be complied
w-ith, and that it %vas flot enough in the present case that for other
purposes the wvill wvas a valid will.

WIILL-CoFSTRUCTIOS--" Dir, tUNNRUitipD

lit re Chkant, Chant v. Leknon (1900o) 2 Ch. 345, construes the
meaning of the words "die unmarried," ccintained in a wvill. By
the will in question the testatrix made a disposition of real and
pcrsonal property in favour of her brother Frederick for life, and
after his death ini trust for his children or child. «' But if he shall
die utimarrîed and without leaving any children or a child wvho shall
attain -11," then the gift was to go over to other parties. Frederick
died, leav'ing a widov, but lie had neyer had any child Those
entitled under the gift over claimed to be entitled, and the question
%vas whether thé contingency upon which the gift over was to take
effect had happened ; on the other harid, the next of kmn clairned
to be ent;tled to the property as upon an intestacy. Cozens-
Hardy, J., xvho tried the case, carne to the conclusion that the wvill
%vas to bc cotistrued as if the testatrix had sair' " if he shali die
without leaving a wife and without lcaving a child," and as that
contingency Uad not t3ken place, he declared the next of kmi were
entitled as upon an intestacy.

CONTRACT S-TATI2TORV CONItRMATION OF. CONTRACT - CONTRACT TO G1I'R

'FIRST REI.'USJLL OF LANID-PI-RCHASBER WITH N~OTICE- 1 Nj ACT ION.

1In Afa c/tester Suib Canial v. Manchtester Race Course Co. 'i 900)
2 Ch. 352, the plaintiffs had encered into Pn agreement with the
Manchester Race Course Co. whereby, inter alia, it wvas agreed
that whetiever the lands used by the Race Course Co. as a race
course shou.ld cease to be so used, or in case the lands should be at
any time proposedi to be used for dock ourposes, then in either of
such cases the Race Course Co. were to give the plaintifis ',the
first refusai " of the lands. The agreement had been -cotfirmed by
statute. In October, 1899, the Race Course Co. offered to sell the
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