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Ozu»E, J., in a writte-n judgment, said that the testator died on
the 18th August, 1919, leaving a wiIl dated a few days before bis
death, by which, %fte-r appointmng executors, declaring that the
provisions for his wife were to he in lieu of dower, and making certain
specif1c bequests, he directed thec executors to set apart a sufficient
sum to provide an annmal incomne of 84,000 for his wife. He then
directed that the sumi of 'S'12,000 shoul lýe set apart and iinvestod
aud one-third of the incomne thereof paid to each of bis three
graudchildren upon arriviug at the age of 21 years, and S4,000
paid Wo eadh upon arriviug at the age of 27; but, should any-of
theni dlie hefore at taining the age of 27, the share or shares of the.
one or two so dying should b)e paid Wo the murvivor or survivora,
and so also with regard Wo the interest upon the share or 8hares
of anY dylng hefon, reaching the age of 27. Until the three arrive
at 21, the iornie fromn the S12,000 was, the testator directed, to
forin part of Iiiï estate. The -whole of the rideof the estate
waq given equally- amongst the testator's childreni, share and share
alike. Then, after certain provisions as W selling and invýestmient,
the will concluded with the clause whlich required interp)retation,
and whlch -wuas -folos:"hould any of my children p)redecease
me 1 direct that thie share of said child so dying before me- shail go
aud ho giveni Wo and distributed equally amongst, the child or
chldren of suchi child of milue p)redeoeasing me."

The testator left surviviug hlmi his wdwand five children
andc th(- thiree grandichildren referrcd Wo, then aged 19, 14, and
Il respectively, ail children of tho testator's daughter Sarah
Carolinre Watt, who had died on the 5th April, 1911- years before
the, date of the will. There xere no children of any other deceasecj
ehild.

Th'le question waa, whether or not the three grandchuldreu,
whose mother died prioi Wo the miaking of the will, wei , intende
Wo enijoy the henefit of the provision for representation of dIeceased
chlidrenl.

Th'le learned .Judge referred Wo In re Gorringe, [19061 1 Ch. 319,
[19061 2 Ch. 31, 346, 3417, 348; S.C. in Dom. Proc., sub) nom.
Gorrinige v. Maltd,[1907] A.C. 225; In re Brown, [1917]
2 Ch. 2:32; Lorlng v-. Thormus (1861), 1 Dr. & Smi. 497; BarraclougJh
v., Cooper (1905), inorcdl a note Wo In re Lambert, 119081
2 Chi. 117, at pp). 121 et seq.; In re Williams, [19141 2 Ch. 61; ]Re
Kirk (1915), 113 L.T.R. 1204; Taylor v. Ridout (186j2), 9 GCc.
356; Rie Flem(inig (1904), 7 0.1,1Z. 651; and said that the wordi.
"Shiould( any of mny eilidren predecease mne" plainly had referennc
Wo futurity, To say that these words alone could ho intended bo
refer Wo the tleath of a daughter who, Wo bis L-owledge, was already
dead, wal not giviug theni their natural meaniug.


