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the expression "'the tinies of being entiUCd to paynîet;'
indicating that tie provision in the latter p)art of c'lau8ýe
now under discuâssion, was, iiitended to provide Simply
a tirne of payxnent, and not for the interest or rîglit iii
încoîne freim the estate of the child under 25. But that ar
ment cannot avail against the express provision that w
weuld have beeîi.a share ,hall forjî part of the general esti

The sueceeding provision bad at the trial a strong
fluence upon rny mînd, " at the <leath of eaeh ehild his or
eidren shall he entitled in equial shares to the saine
portion of the capital of iny estate as lie or she was entil
to of the ineome, and the saine shah1 lbe paid over by
executors accord ingly." It seemed to nie that the ret
iniglit be that a ehild might die under 25 leavîng issue, j
that if the argument 1 amn giving effeet to wcrc sound, s,
issue would receîve a very s.înall part of the iestate.
dkm-ghter, being eîîtitled to $12.000 ont of an incoinw
of 10 times as much, dying under 25 leaving issue, t
issue would be hield to. bce ntîtled to receive only 10 pei
of the estate. But it may be that there did in fact ehisi
the time of the rnaking of the will sonie good, reason fox i
or that the exact effeet of sueh a provision was not -oni
ered at ail. The provision hae, nothing of the absurd al)
it, and further consideration bas eonvineed nie that I
provision cannot 'be allowed to -modify the xpeswo
t>f clause 18.

Another provision, nanîely, that for the paynîcnw-it te
of thesa of $1,000 whule she is guardian of an infant et
or children, may' also be referred to as affordîng ain argui
that a child uinder 21, aîîd therefore under 25, night hi
a "share" beyond the annuity given. But this diffieii
if it bie one, is got over by considering that the sumn of $1,i
is to be paid out, of the suni payable yearly for the suppi
mnaintenance, arnd education of sueh child or ehîidren.

1 think the plaintiff is riglit in1 lier contention. If I 1
given effeet to th 'e contention of the defendant Sh1eriff,
quiestion would arise as to the riglit of thîs defendant to
ceive the annuity of $12,000 to which the plaintiff is
longer entitled, and also one-third al the 90 per cent. ¶[
consideration, 1 think, supports the conclusion at whiel
have arrived.
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