
Review of Estates and Future 
Interests Questions



LET’S REVIEW ESTATES IN LAND 
AND FUTURE INTERESTS!



Question 1

• Owner conveyed Natureacre to Buyer, “so long as it is used exclusively and 
in its entirety as a site for hunting and nature preservation.” Owner then 
died intestate, survived only by his heir son.  Three years later, Buyer 
discovered that Natureacre occupied a significant portion of the surface of 
a large underground oilfield. Buyer immediately leased the rights to extract 
oil from under Natureacre to a large, multinational oil company, which shut 
down all hunting, camping and other nature activities. Upon learning of 
Buyer’s acts, son brought an action against Buyer and the oil company to 
quiet title in himself to Natureacre. 

•

• What will be the outcome of this litigation?



Answer Choices

A. Buyer will win, because the purported limitation of his interest in 
Natureacre is invalid under the Rule Against Perpetuities.

B. Buyer will win because the oil company, as a bona fide lessee, cuts 
off any rights son has in Natureacre .

C. Son will win, because Natureacre automatically became his 
property when Buyer executed the lease with the oil company.

D. Son will win, because the lease executed by Buyer with the oil 
company gave son the right to seek a judicial declaration of his 
ownership of Natureacre.



Question 2 

• Owner owned Freedomacre, a two-acre, star-shaped, grass-covered 
parcel in downtown Capital about a mile from the civic center where 
all federal, state, and local government buildings were located. Owner 
conveyed Freedomacre, “To Abe, his heirs and assigns, so long as it is 
used by the people to gather for purposes of public assembly and 
debate, then to Benjamin and his heirs.” 

• Which of the following best describes Benjamin’ interest in 
Freedomacre?



Answer Choices

A. A right of entry.

B. A possibility of reverter.

C. A valid executory interest.

D. He has no interest in Freedomacre.



Question 3

• Doctor had never forgiven his son, Son, for refusing to go to medical 
school. When Doctor became too ill to enjoy riding the horses he kept 
on his ranch, Medicalacre, he conveyed it to his lifelong friend, 
Surgeon, “for life, remainder to the children of my son, Son.” At the 
time of this conveyance, Son was married but had no children.



Answer Choices

• After the conveyance of Medicalacre, which of the following best 
describes the interest in Medicalacre of the children of Son?

A. A contingent remainder.

B. A shifting use.

C. A springing use.

D. They have no interest in Medicalacre.



Question 4

• Assume for the purposes of this question only that six months after 
the conveyance of Medicalacre, Surgeon died, survived only by his 
nephew, Nurse. Doctor and Son are still alive, and Son still has no 
children. The jurisdiction has abolished the Rule in Shelley’s Case, the 
Destructibility of Contingent Remainders, and the Doctrine of 
Worthier Title. Which of the following best describes the state of title 
to Medicalacre?



Answer Choices

A. Nurse

B. Doctor.

C. Son, in fee simple subject to divestment by the birth of a child to 
him.

D. Son, in fee simple absolute



Question 5

Six years ago, Oscar conveyed Blackacre to Albert with the following 
conveyance “to Albert & his heirs.” At that time, Albert had a child, 
Donna.

Last year, Albert conveyed Blackacre to Bea. Donna did not join in the 
deed.

Last month Albert died leaving Donna his heir.

Who owns Blackacre? Bea or Donna?



Answer Choices

Possible answers:

A. Donna as Albert’s heir.

B. Bea pursuant to A’s deed.

C. Donna and Bea as Tenants in 

Common in equal shares.

D. Donna and Bea as Joint Tenants.


