
ties" such part af his residuary estate wvhich inay by Iaw be given
ta charitable purpases," and had died after the passing of the
Act, that the Act appIied to the devise, and the charity was
entitled, flot merely to such part of the residue as at the date of
the wiil might by Iaw be given ta charitable purposes, but ta the
%vhoIe residue, real and personal, as under the WilIs Act, 1837,
s- 24 (R.S.O., c. iag, s. --6), every wi]l mnust be construed as if
executed immediately before the death of the testator, unless a
contrary intention appear, and that in this case no sucb contrary
intention did appear.

WVILI.-CONTIZUCTION-Dp%.'isp 0F ihs.NilSES, "A Ts'HY SANIE ARE NOW OCCIIlli)

13Y mx.'

it re Seat, Seal v. Taylor, (1894) 1 Ch. 317, a testatar bad
devised ta bis wife during %vidawhoad "mvn residence called.
Stoaileig4î House, and pretnises thereto, as the saie are naw
occupied by me." Some years prior ta the will lie had let ta his
two sons, for the purposes of their business, an office standing in
the yard of Stoilleigh Haouse, and the stable and coach hanse
belonging ta the hanse, except a roon over the coach bouse, ta
wvhich the only access ;vas through the bouse. The sons Coni-
tinued in occupation af the parts h2t ta themn dawn ta the testa-
tor's death. l'le mwido\v claimed tliat the wards " as naw\ accu-
pied by mie " shauld be rejected as Jalsa denionsh'atio. and that she
wvas entitled, under the devise, ta the wvhole of t'le premises,
but the Court of Appeal (Lindley, Sinith, and Davey, L.JJ.)
agreed with Cbittx', J., that lier contention cauld niot prevail, and
that she was nlot entitled ta that part of the premises in the occui-
pation of the sons, and the court cou]d nat enter into the question
af inconveinience.

INI'MA1rEN~CE1>oEROR 1TRus.-DlscRErioN, ro AIlir ioi.. OR
PARI 0F INCONMR FOR, OR TOWARI)S, MAISIYNE-iICEIov Ol.RuST*EPS
-Anîi.,rr OF NMOTHRTO XIAINTAIN IIER INFANT r ILIDREN.

In re .Bryant, Bry-n v. Hick/d.y, (1894) 1 Ch. 324, is a1 case
the application af wbich in Ontario appears ta be doubtful. An
application wvas nmade, on behalf af infants, against the trustecs
af a 'viii, for an aIlowance for their maintenance. The wvill
dec]ared that, after the marriage of the testator's widow, the
trustees should apply tbe wvbole or such part of the incarne of
the expectant share af any cbild for, or towvards, the maintenance,
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