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making the new appointment, as the new appvuntment was invalid
the revocation failed and the original appointment stood. But
Joyce, J., held that although the new appointment 'vas invalid
the revocation was good.

POWER OF APPOINTMENT--POWER TO APPOINT 13Y WILL DUP.ING

COVERTURE--WILL MADE DURING. HUSBAND'S LIFETIME-

DEATH 0F HUSBAND LEAVING WIFE SURVIVINO.

In re Safford, Davies v. Burgess (1915) 2 Ch. 211. By a
niarriage settiement made by the wife's fither, funds were settled
iipon the usual trusts during the joint lives of the htisband and
wife and the life of the survivor, and after the death of the survivor
"for the children of the marriage," or, -*n case there shoulid be no0
issue, "upon trust for such person or persons as" the wife "shall
bv w~il1 during the continuance of the said intended coverture,
direct or appoint," and in default of, and subject te, any such
ap1pointrnent, in trust for the settior, bis ex.-cutors, adlrnnstrators
and assîgns. There was no issue of the marriage. 1)uring the
t'ox'rture the wife made a wiIl appoint ing the fund. She suri-ived
ber husband, ane died without revoking the -will. It Wall con-
tende(l. on behalt of the fatber's representatives. iliat the wife's
appointmcnt wvas invalid. becauise the will did net take effect
during eov'erture; but Joyce. J1., wbo tried the' action, le'lil that
thcre wvas no0 reason for implv'ing a condition that the wifv's will
sboxild not be a valid appointinent un1le' sil-e ah-:o dîedl during
vnx'erture. Hc therefore carne te th coi'nclusio n ilt atlievw
1Lai licen validix' exerciseti.

\Viî., COiS'iÎtUtrioN SiiiTITUIO I- - n-: E*1*'ýe 1ARE

5JIALL, BE l'AIl) TO ORH iLIE IN i-NAT~'EN-

ANCY IN COMMO1N.

Iii re Clarkson, 1fliblic Y re-4ec v-. Clarks<ee (19ll5) 2 ( h. 216.
lý 'v the' will ini quettstion in tins case the tesiater lubatu Iae
bohis on trust to pay the rents to bis granisen for bis life, 21n1d
1il)ofl hi: tenti bo te si and pay thle preeeeds iiiiio auIi amen 1gsIt
bis IIVplie'WS and nîices as ten'nti in bcoliifiofl, alid in caeof the
dent b of any of te ic v. o ee r ne) hews lit'iee i 111am th cli il-
<Irexi of sii'b tlterase<I iepîiew or ice ''sbaH! i'i patd I1 O I)1ft 's

Thr e Ii( testator dlied in 18641, andi left miîl <aie "('pl1u'w,
Wîho tlied i 1880). .1n1d Ilo iii1lt'. Thew grand(15n qlied( in 1912.
'l'lic ncpliew hati t wo sons, <<Ut' of w'oi lied ili 11913. The
question, therefore, w'as vthler the surviving son of the 11uIepbeýw
w'as soiely cntitled, or w'hetlîer the estate oif bis ulee'as<d hirother


