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them, of the estate of their father: the one child in 18, and the
ether 16, ycars of age: they both live with their mother, wlio,
since their father 's death, has kept the famlly together, there
being also a third child-a daughter also--who lias corne of age
and has received lier share of the estate. Tlie mother is said to
ho without means, except sucli as may remain of lier share of
her husband's estate. Mother and daugliters desîre to continue
te live together as one united family, as in the past; and that
plan carricd out until the present time seems to have proved,
as one would naturally expeet, the best possible for all of them.
The daugliters have no means of providing for their own main-
tenance and education except in the small fortune whieli oaci,
as 1 have înentioncd, lias. Nor have they any presonit practical
means of earning their own living; and eaeli is old ennu1ghi Io
appreciate, the folly of reducing their small mens more than
reasonably can be avoided....

The expenditure should be for that only whieh is roasonably-
needed: and it is not needed when otherwise provided: or van,
and sliould be, earned by tho infant.

Taking înto consideration the fact. that mother and chiîdren
have beon enabled to continue to live tog-ether as onefaiy
and that the oducation of these two chiildrcn is being carr-ied on
'witli a view to better fitting them for, desirable positions ia life,
no fauit, based on experience, can be found witli the order that
was made tliree years ago; and no fault is feuind by any one,
witli tlie way in whieh the rnoneys received unider, it hav oo
expended; and, having regard to, the propeod continualice of
past satisfactory methods, and to the desire o! every one con-
cerned that tliey should ho continued, there shotild lie ne hesita-
Lion in doing anything, within the power o! the Co ot te on-
tinue them, as long as the like cireumistanres continuie, unitil, as
to the eliare of each, she cornes of age or marries.

And in doing that the Court i4 doing ne more thian eeulid hoe
accomplished without its aid, in this way. If not applied for-,
or if refused, tlie infants could eontracIt wvith their miotlier to
pay lier for their maintenance and oducation: the contract, being
fer necessries, would ho valid and enforceable. The difference
in the two metliods being inerely in that couirse the waste of
more of the infants' money in law costs; a thing as inexeuaeat>lec
as would ho the waste o! costs of an action to authoiie or en-
force that whicli can bo as well donc in a motion sucli as this.

The order to be made, on this application, should ho that the
Court in of opinion that the. guardians should continute to pay


