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will, the following words oc-
cur: “Subject to the following conditions, ¥Zz.,
that they unite in payment, &c.,” and in ano-
ther paragraph : “ And further that Alexander
and Duncan Oliver work on the farm until their
legacies became due.” The date mentioned in
the will for the payment of the $1,600 bequest to

1877, and prior to

Alexander, was Ist January,
that date Alexander ceased to work on the farm,

and went away and engaged in other pursuits.
Held, '"HENRY, ], dissenting), that the con-
struction of the paragraph in the will, bequeath-
ing the $1,600 to Alexander must be based on a
consideration of the whole will, and that the in-
tention was that Alexander’s right to receive his
legacy was conditional on his remaining on the

farm and uniting 1n earning it.
RBethune, Q.C., for appellant.
Rruce for respondent.
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CAMERON V. CAMPBELL.
Devise — Ty ustee—Statute of Limitations.

A testator directed a sum of money to be in-
he interest whereof was to be employed
in endeavouring to discover his brother, to whom
the money was to be paid if discovered within
five years from the death of the testator, and if
not so found the amount to be paid to M. C,,
as fully stated, 27 Gr. 307.

Held, [affirming the decree there pronounced,]
that the conduct of the executors constituted
them trustees, and that the right to recover the
moncy was not barred by the Statute of Limita-
tions ; and that C., into whose hands the money
had come, was chargeable with interest from the
time of its receipt by him.

oss, Q.C., and Watson, for appeal.

Robinson, Q.C.,and Sidney Smith,).C., contra.

vested, t

PARKHURST V. Rov.
Devise to Government of foreign state—Super-
wision of {rusts.

A testator directed his cxecutors to pay and
deliver the residue of his estate 10 the Govern-
ment and Legislature of the State of Vermont,
to be disposed of as to them shall seem best,



