
ENGLISH CASES. u

thereof, but Joyce, J., held that the carvings didl Dot pass b>'
the bLquest of chattels, but having been fixed to the inheritance
go as to form part of the house, the proceedi of sale muet be
treated as capital money subject to the trusts of the settiement.

WILLý-SETTLEMENT-POWE R-ABSOLUTE INTFZE8T IN DBFÀUL'I

OF APPOINTMENT-EXERCISE 0p POWE-' 'DEvisE, BEquEATHl

AND APPOINT "-TRUSTS FOR PERSONS NOT OBJEOTS 0F POWZFR

-CHIL, EN VENTRE SA MERE-POSTHUMOUS CHtLD-WXILLS

ACT, 1837 (l VIOT. c. 26) S. 33-(10 EDw. VIL. c. 37, s.
37, (ONT.)).

In re (Jriffltlu., Griffitlu v. Waghorne (1911) 1 Ch. 246. Two
points %vere decided. First, that where a teatator has under a
setthînient a power of appointment in favour of hie childrru, and
in dlefauit of appointment the f und belongs absolutel>'
to hiniseif, and lie devises and bequeaths and appoints the funid
to trustees after payment of hie debtà and funeral expenses to
dividle the sanie equally hetween his children, the word "ap-
point ' in such a case is not to be construed strict>' as an exercise
of the power, but as a dealing by >h testator with the fund aE
his own property as he was entitled to do ini default of appoint-
ment. And the second pe'nt was this - One of 'the testator's
sons Ipredecea,-ed him leaving a chuld whio was en ventre sa mère
at flic time of the testator's death, and Joyce, J., held that
under s. 33 of t.he Wills Act, 1837 (see 10 Edw. VIL. c. 37, s.
37 (Ont.) ) the legaey to the deceased son did not; lapse, but passed
=nder hie will, the posthumoue child though not born, neverthe-
lees 1wing *'living'' at the tinue of hie parent's death.

BILL OF SALE-REVERtsioNARY INTEREST IN CHATTELs-AssiGN-

MENT By REVERSIONER 0O' RIS REVERSIONARY INTEREST IN

CIIATTELS-" CIOSS IN ACTION' '-REISTRATION.

In re Tleywiie, Titynite v. Grey (1911) 1 Ch. 282. This was
a question betweeîî the assignee of a reversionary intercet in
chattels and tlie trustee in bankruptey of the assignor the latter
elainiing that the assiginment was v'oid as ftgainst hinm for non-
regi8tration under the Bills of Sale Alet. Neville, J., held that
the uiterest assigned was a inere chose in action and therefore
Under s,. 4 of the Bills of Sale -Act, 1878, exempt froin the op.-ra-
tien (if the Att.
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