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of the High Court, but no corresponding change was
in the Surrogate Court Rules or forms; and in Mr.
ells’s work, 2nd ed. (partly re-written, according to the
o since the Act), the old forms of bond appear at p. 60%.
. a case for relief from the harsh rule in Re Nichol, 1 0.
213. The bond recites that the appellant * desires
eal to the Court of Appeal,” not the Court of Appeal
atario, and the words may well be read as equivalent
“proper appellate tribunal,” just as in the original
Code, 1892, the expression “ Court of Appeal ” in
742 et seq. included any division of the High Court

otion dismissed without costs.
Clarke, Cowan, Bartlett, & Bartlett, Windsor, solicitors

Murphy, Sale, & 0’Connor, Windsor, solicitors for de-
t, i

MarcH 15TH, 1902.

CHAMBERS.
RE PERRIN.

To be Paid to Infant upon his Attaining 25 Years—
Interest on. 3

nating notice by an executor under Rule 938.

ragraph 1 of the will of David Perrin, deceased, is as
«—*] give devise,and bequeath unto my beloved wife
real and personal estate . . . to use enjoy sell
of assign and convey as she may see fit ;” and 2 is:—
‘the decease of m apidwifelwillanddirect that
er may remain of my said estate whether real or
| shall be equally divided among” six persons,
wh 2 of the codicil is:—<1 revoke the provision
paragraph 2 of my will in favour of Augustus
‘one of the six persons, “he having departed this
And:—“ Out of the estate mentioned in the said
h of my will I give to Wray Sharpe son of
Sharpe the sum of $500 to be pai to him without
after the deatn of myself and my wife but the same
ot be paid to him until he shall have attained the
25 years.” His wife predeceased the testator.




