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thirteen closes of land, anid a grist* miii and ftilling miii. By a
,deed, reciting the I.-rantor'r intention to convey the property
thereinafter particularly described, the owner of the estate of Cefn

Coh ovee tehas o hase6 knwn as Cefn Coch," and

ahlso those fields (entimerating '.,,ecificafly five only- of the thirtc-en
closes). The description wvas followed by, genieral wvords, includ-
ing aF the hereditaments and appurtenanices %whatsover to the said
capital, messuage, etc., belongingý, or iu anivwise appertaining or
tilerewNithi usually occupied or enýjoyedl or reported taken or knto\wn
for a part or parcel or inember thereof. Tt .was clairne"I bv the
-rantce that under these general wvords the eight closes ornitted
frorn the specific description passecl, but the Court of Excheqiier
conlSidered the case w~as governuL.l by North v. Ely, supra, and lheld
duat they did not pass.

1)ot;igswkortfi v. 1B/air, (18,37) 1 Keenl 795, affords , rather
strikiiu' illustration of the application of the doctrine. The facts
of that case wvere as follows :Francis Burnian, b)y deed made in
1827, after reciting that lie wvas entitled. anon- other things,, to an
imdivided share of certain stables in Cleveland iuews in the city'
of' Westmuinster, and also k>o an Undivided one-fifth of ain tiiex\-
pired terin iu a house in Lower Grosvenor llace, and thai lie
proposed, in considerationi of flatuiral love and affection, to assigo
o%':,r all his interest in the aforesaid pren-ises, and in SUC/i nilier
A;,opcJ'ty siffiate in Great JiritaiPi and Irclaitd, or any part thereof,
whether real or personal, as he rnight at the time of the exectition
of the indeutuire be entitled to, for the benlefit of his sisters,
thereby conveyed to Robert Blair and his heirs the stables in
Cleveland iiievs, %vhich Nwere freehold, and dil LIs'j therelbv con-
v'ey to " Robert Blair, his executors, adininistratoýs, and assîigns,"
the unexpired terni of the house in Grosvenor Place. "and ail othrr
the Property in Great Jiritaifi and Irelasid, or auj' part thereof, wehet/îem
real or persopial, which lie >ight be entitled to at the time of the execii-
tiom: of the iindeentire." At the time of the executicn of this deed,
Francis Burtnan was aiso entitled as tenant in conimon in fée
to a house in King street, Westminster. This house had in the
year 1815, or abo'it twelve years before the making of the deed
iii question, been sold by the other tenants in common, and it
%vas said that Francis Burmnan had agreed ta the sp.le, but he &p-
pears to have died without having completted the sale, or recei'/ed
any part of the purchase mnc.q. The suit wvas brought, on he-


