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the decisions going to the effect that, wherc both tLie objeets and
subject are certain, words importing confidence or recomnnienda-
tion 'viii be heid to create a trust (Pierson v. Garnett (1787) 2

BCc. 58, n26 . Tht ruie was laid down by Pepper Arden, M.R.,
in Malirn v. Keigiilei; (1794) 2 Ves. Jr. 333, 335 as follows:-
'Wherever any person gives property, and points out the objeet,

the property, and the way it shall go(, thiat does create a trust,
wiless lie shelvs elearly that his desîre expressed is to be eon.

troiled hy the party, andi that lie shial have an option to defeat
it.'' This expression of the mile is approved by Lords Lynd.
hiurst and Cotteuiharn, in lCigklt v. Boiuglit (1844) il CI. &
P. -513, pp. 548, 551. And see Rriggs v. llctiiý (1851) 3 Maitei.
& G. 4.56, Bern.ard v. Mliish ii189 Johins 276, 5 .Jur. (N.'S.)
931.

Tihe approved muoder'n dloetrinie is thant, t;less iooking w- the
wlhole ingtr(llflent it is apparent that the doilor liasm initendedl to
impose an obligation on tlie (lance ta carry his wishés iuto effeet,
nlot lekivilig the donce aiy diserption lu the inatter. nu0 trust is
ereated (b).

TIhe utodemu doctrine is f(nrtie ellucidated hy the orsof
Lindley, L.J., in In re W;llif>as, Willinams v. 1l'illianis supra, at 1).
18, ''Thiere fis aiso ahundmnt autliority for saying that if property
is icft ta a person in confidence that lie wvili dispose of it iii a
partieular ivay, aR to whieh there is n anibiguity, stadli %vtrdts
are anpfly sufficient ta inmpose au obligation, Nothing eau be
plainer thn Ljord Eldon 's statenieut to this effeot iu W'right v.

1'ti>* . & R. 157. The books are fui of cases deieffdm in a
codnewithi this doctrine. See Shovelton v. ShoveUfo (1863)

r. Betiv. 143: utc v. Tuekcer (18714) L.R. 17 Eq. 320ý Le
Marchant v. Le 3iarciuwit (1874) L.R. 18 Eq. 414, in ail of whie',

(b) 3Meredith v. Hent'age' <1824) 1 Sfin. 542 WRL). Tilliam v.
W1'Qumm (11451) 1 Sim. <N.8.) 358, Lambe v. Erntex <1871) LR. 6 Ch.
5971 Stea4 v. AIellor (1877) 5 Ch. D, 225; In te ffitchins an4f Tenannt
<1878) 8 eh, D. 54o; jMuasoorie Dont-~ v. ïbâtynor <1892) 7 App.

Cao, 321, 3.30; In ré Adman wd KenWiston V'e&fry (1884) 27 Ch. D. 391;
In re Hamilton <1895) 2 Ch. 370:11il v. Hill (1807) 1 Q.B. 4143, In te
Wilim <1807) 2 Ch. 12, In re Oldfiel. Oldfield v. Oliffleld (1004) 1 Ch,

540 and methe j udgmeiits of Vaughan, Willianig. L... and f3tlrling, LT..
lit re llanbury,fuanbury v. FLaher In 1 Ch. <1004) Rupra, nt p. 414.


