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in Burghes v. Attoriiey-Geueral, (1911) 2 Chy. 139 the court
(Warringtonl, J.) made a deelaratory judginent, deelaring that
certain forme issued by the Revenue Conimissioners requiring
the plaintif! to inake certain returns, wcre unauthorized, and
that the plaintiff was not hou*ind to comply therewith.

,EcxrrTOIC-PLDGF 13Y EXECUTOR 0F CHATTELS 0F' 'TESTATOR-
PLEDGEE,

Solonon v. Attenborough (1911) 2 (5h. 159. This w'as an
aç,tion brought by the trustees of the will of Moses !Solomon to
recover a quantity of plate belonging tu the estate of their testa-
tor whieh had heen plet-gèè. with the defendants in the following
cireuinstances. The testator died in 187P, and hy lis will ap-
pointed two executors, and gave certain 1eurAaitry legacies, and
his residuary estate to his exceutors upon trust for sale and dis-
tribu~tion as therein inentioned. In 1892 one of the executors
without the knowledge of his co-executor, pledged the plate in
question with the defendants as security for an advance which
he misappropriated. At the time of the pledge ail the debts
and legacies had heen paid, but the residuary estal-e had not
been eompletcly distributed. It was contended by the plain-
tiffs that the pledge in such circuistanees was unauthorized
and invalid, because it was etaimed that the debts and legacies
having heen paid the exeeutors held the residue as trustees; Dut
Joyce, J., held that, notwithstanding the lapse of tine, the
executor had the legal right to pledge the goods in question. and
that the defendants were entitled to hold themi subjeet to i'e-
demption.

POWER 0F APPOITMENT DV DEED OR wiiL-ExER.cisE OF POWER BY

WILL IN P<AVOUR 0F ALL 0$.TECTS EQUAtL--SIBSEQIIENT AI>-

POINTMENT BY DEED TO TWO OF SEVERAL OBJECTS-ADEMP-

T'ION-t)0UBLE PORTIONS.

In re Peel, Biddulph v. P>eel (1911) 2 Ch. 165. In this case
a testator having under his marriage 8ettlement a power of ap-
pomntinent by deed or will in favour of hi& children, by hie will
dated in 1869 appointed equally in favuur of all of the ehildren.
Subsequently, by decds mad, in 1897 and 1901, he appoînted a
seventh share to, each of two of the clîildren. Ile died in 1910,
and the question arose as to the right of the appointees under
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