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sonal estate not specifically bequeathed was insufflcient for the
aymntof ebsbut thr a eea ieto ntew

that the testatrix's debts should be paid. The question v/as
raised by the legatee of the stock whether or flot sorne portion of
the charge on the stock should not be paid by the other specific
legatees or devisees ; but Kekewich, J., held thaLt no part of the
charge wvas payable by them, and that the legatee of the stock
must take it cum oncre. He decides the case on the presumned
intention of the testatrix that the specific legatees and devisees
were riot to be defeated by throwing any part of the debts on the
property bequeathed and devised to themn, but he is compelled to
admit that the decisions of Kay, J., fit re Bate, 43 Ch.D. 6oo,
and of Stirling, J., Iit re Stokes, 67 L.T. 223, create a doubt as to
what really is the law on the point.

îoRî'N~SANSWERING ECIIfo UcRÂNv-Nnsy-E.~vIN

Asten v. Asten, (1894) 3 Ch. 26o ; 8 R. Sept. 156, was an action
for the construction of a wvill whereby a testator devised - ail
that newlv built bouse, being No. , Sudely Place "; as a
inatter of fact, the testator hadi four newly built bouses in Sudely
Place. Romer, J., held the gift failed for uncertainty, and that
it %vas not a case in Nvhich the court, to avoid an intestacy, could
give the devisee the option of electing wvhich propcrty he woffld
take.

WII.L-CAITAtL~EQUS-O iNT TC) A VOI.t3NTSKR COKI5--UN

[n re Stratliwdent, A Il v. Stralhilen, (1894) 3 Ch. 265 ', . R.
Sept. 175, Romer, J., held that where a testator bequeathed ani
annuity of £ioo to a volunteer corps on the appointment of the
next lieutenant-colonel that the gift wvas a charitable bequest,
and void because it infringed the rule against perpetuities,
because it was possible that the next lieutenant -colonel might
not be appointed within a life or lives in being and twenty-one
y'ears after.
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