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MÂRfARIAGE MgTLEMENT-OVENANT TO SETTLE APITER ÂOQUIRED
pRopEaTY--m"BEcomEc ENTITLED'"-PROPETY VESTED IN WIFE
iN REVERSION BEPORE MARRIAGE AND FALLING INTO POSSESION

DURING CO)VERTURE.

Iii re Bland, Bland v. Perkin (1905) 1 Ch. 4. Kekewich, J.,
was called on to construe a marriage settiement whereby it was
agreed and declared that ail property to which the wife during
her then intended coverture should "become entitled' should
be settled. At the time of the settiement the wife was entitled
to certain property in reversion which feil into possession dur-
ing the coverture. Was this property eaught hy the settiement?
The learned judge decided in the negative, because it was not
property to which the wife became entitled during coverture.

SETTLEMENT-CONSTRUCT:, ,z-TRusT FOR WIFE IF SHE SHALL
"&SURVIVE"' UER COVERTuRE-DETERMINÀTI0IN 0F COVERTURZ

13Y DIVORCE.

lut re Crawford, Cookc v. Gibso» (1905) 1 Ch. 11. In this
case the settiement eontained a trust in favour of the wif e in
case she "survived" her intended coverture. The marriage had
been dissolved by a decree absolute for divorce on the petition
of the husband. Both the spouses were stili living, and the trus-
tees applied by suminons for the determination of the question
whetlwr the trust in favour of the wife in case she suirvived the
coverture had taken effeot. Kekewich, J., held that it liad.

DEvisFE-ELECTION AGAINST WILL-COMPEYSATION TO PERSONS
DISAPPOINTMENT BY ELECTION, FROM WHAT DATE TO BE ASCER-

TAINED.

I. i-r Hla)cock, Haitcock v. Pawson (1905) 1 Ch. 16. A tes-
tator having only a power of appointment over certain property,
purported to dispose of it by his wvill, which was held flot to be
an exercise of the power. The person who was entitled in
default of appointnxent was a beneficiary under the will, and.
elected to take against the will. The testator died July 13,
1901. but the election was not made until Ji.ly 8, 1903; in
estimatitig the compensation to the beneficiaries who were dis-
appointed by the election, the question arose as to whether
it was to be aseertained as of the date of the death of
the testator, or the date of the election. Kekewich, J., decided
that the date of the death of the testator wvas the period fromn
which the compensation muet be reckoned.


