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of his daughter by any other husband than
« Mr. Thomas Fisher, of Bridge street, Bath.”
At the date of the will there was a Thomas
Fisher living in Bridge street, Bath, who was
married and had a son, Henry Tom Fisher, who
sometimes lived with his father, and who
had paid his addresses {o the daughter, and
after the testator’s death, married her. On the
question whether their child was entitled to the
£600, held, that evidence of the above facts was
admissible to show who was meant by the tes-
tator.—In re Wolverton Mortgaged Estates, 7 Ch.
D. 197.

2. C, by will, gave £12,000 in trust for his
four daughters; as to £3,000 thereof to his
daughter 8. for life, and at her death to her
children then living. If she left no child, the
income was to be paid to the other danghters
then living, and to the survivor or survivors;
and, after the decease of the last surviving
daughter, the £3,000 to the child or children of
such last surviving daughter, and, if there were
no such children, the same was to “ be paid to
such persons as will then be entitled to receive
the same a8 my next of kin,” under the statute
of Distributions. A similar provision was
made as to the share of each of the other daugh-
ters. 8. died leaving issue. The other three
daughters subsequently died without issue. On
the application of the personal representative
of the last survivor, keld, reversing the decision
of Bacon, V. C, that the time to ascertain the
class of next of kin was the death of the testa-
tor, not the death of the last surviving daugh-
ter.—Mortimer v. Slater,7 Ch. D. 322.

3. A testator recited that his son had become
indebted to himself in various amounts, de-
scribing them, and bequeathed to the son said
amounts, and released him from payment
thereof, and of “all other moneys due from him
to” the testator. By a codicil, he released to
the son another sum, which the son had misap-
propriated after the date of the will. At the tes-
tator's death the son was indebted to him in
other sums, incurred after the date of the codicil.
Held, reversing the decision of Mawins, V. C,
that the will must speak from the testator's
death, and the release applied to all debts incur-
red before that time.—FEverett v, Everett, 1 Ch. D.
428; 8. ¢, 6 Ch. D. 122,

4. Testator left his property in trust o h;:
children, the shares of the sons to be paid theh.
at the age of twenty-five, those of the dﬁ“?fe
ters to be settled to their separate use for p 11
remainder in trust for their issue. TheR f(;h
lowed this clause: « And in case of the 4¢%
of my said daughters or of any of my 8018 o
fore they shall attain their respective 8% 1
twenty.-five years, or of such of them 38 sb
not have received his or their ghare or T
tive shares of and in my estate, for the ress
aforesaid, without lawful issue, or havibg suc™
and they shall happen to die, being & “’“the
sons, before he or they shall have attained of
age of twenty-five years, or being a daughte’
daughters, before the age of twenty-one ¥ "
or marriage, then and in such case I do hef®
will and direct that the share or shares 0‘: - 10d
her or them so dying, shall go and be di"’
equally between my surviving children, 8%
paid to them or applied to their uses iR Wby
manner as his or their original shares are her®®,
directed to be paid and applied, * * v
according to the true intent and meaning "fm
will”” The testator left three sons who atiai”
the age of twenty-five, and three danght® o
who all married and attained to the 88° .
twenty-five, Two daughters died leaving ¥ ¢
stillliving. One son died nnmarried, 8™ b
leaving issue still living ; then the third dav&
ter died without issue, and finally the *
brother died. On a petition for the psy™® o
of the share of the third daughter t0 0
persons entitled, held, reversing the dec'lﬁf
of the Master of theRolls, that « surﬂ"‘me
children” meant “other children,” and that
share in question was to be divided into ol
and paid, one-fifth each, to theissue or pers© 00
representatives of the two sisters and tb
brothers of the deceased.— Lucena v. Luct™
Ch. D. 255.

5. A testator directed his trustees t0 hold:
fund in trust «for my child (if only one)
for all my children (if more than one), in ed
shares, and so that the interest of a son of i
shall be absolutely vested at the age of twe? o
one years, and of the daughter or dmlght::#
that age or marriage.” Held, that these int b
were at the testator’s death vested, though #
ject to be divested in certain events.—A™
v. Wilkinson, 3 App. Cas. 355.




