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bo iivided ini îîaîed piroportions between certain charitable
ÎinsituLtionsý.

wa- ontended oii beliaif of Captain Morgani aîîd Mr.
Vurc Moganthat they were ecl entitled to a capital afin

wichi lif invested, would produce L£150 per year. Iii ,taliii,
lis conii lusion adverse te this cnetoLindley, L.J., aCtcr
poliitiig oilt, pl). 225'-6, iluat ilic wc,tator gave the whole of
1isý pr -etrai and persouual, and that the passage in the
w111 coîîtaining that gift was the only place Nvhere hie mcii-
tionicd ficw corpus of the propcrty apart f roin the income of
il e1CepTi ;Is regards soîfle sins of £10 ecdi and somne furni-
turc, wenti on to say:

llaviiig given ail lus property real and personal.to the
trus>tiees lie says that the gif t is ' upon trust to pay out of
the, liiter(,<t and rentsanrising freim the saine the following

ursof iioney.' YLow wlîy does lie put ini the words 'out of
the iinterest and renta?' Hec puats thena in, as àt appears Io
ne, to> eýxlude the idea that lie is dealing withi the corpus of
his property?»

Th1w coinlusion of tlic Lord Justice was that applyiîg his
i iid t 11o the will, whidhi was the first thing to look at withou t
bin[g troubled witlî cases, lie could not flnd apparent ini the
%%il an;1 Y intention " to give these persons anything more than

a1n illity." 1-l coula not sec any sign of ait intention to
gie thenu a portion of thc corpus of the testator's property;
tit dntc contrary ho thouglit the inîdications were that lie dia
iiot iintenid anybody to have thc corpus, not even the chari-
table iis itutioius; that his own notion wvas that they should
have tlîe iîîcome; that hie nover thouglit anything about the
corpus at ail but was giving what hoe said was an annuity,

The conclusion of Lopes, L.J., was that thc paymcnts
wvere charges upon a particular fuîmd and not gifts of a por-
tion of thmat particular fund.

Although in the case at bar the gif t is a direct gift of
£6547 I " ont of the renta and profits payable " froin thc prop-
erty anid not as in In re M!organ a gift of the property Io
trustees to pay thc annuities out of the interest and profits
of the property, but that; circumstance is muot for the purpose
of the prescrnt inquiry of any importance.

Tt was contended by counisel for the appellant and for the
3 unmarried daughters, that the language of the testatrix
indicates that she intended that the gift should extend'to the
whole of the rents and profits of the property, and it was
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