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qjj NI111 I)FCISIONS.
with su(,h iProvisions for their respective ad- tender years, adscanaonteft wouldnanc en ,u h cad e eductio n k as th,, person therefore be so i miproper that the Court %vouldm a k î g s c h c a r g s h o l d h i n k f i t " R W . c o n t r o l i t b y r e f u s i n g t o a l l o w t h e p )o r t i o n s 5 t o b ehavig ony tree dagters, agYed n1ine, anîd raised if the children did flot Iive to waflt thelli.ezn ler, n o e e ,a))one 10î,000, If it were n cessary to go further, I m s a

big the foul ainount he was entitled to I think the facts are sumfcient to I-aise Nwhatcharge, for the portions of his three daughters, Kindersley, V.C., in the passage I have edIo be a 7'ested intrjù sIte/ chldi, 'leiy5ecti7.e, <'ails a judicial inifereni-ýe,' that tile intention/y, i/lmledial/<je bult to he paid at such timies of the appointol, in mulaking the portions vestand in such prIoportions as he should by (leed immiiedilatelY atoscrapsibe 
elft

or vi1l appoint, and in default of appoint- to liîrnself. H-e biad three daughters and noruet o e ai to thern share and share son. A ycar after the birth of t e-S

alike, ait tie age Of 21i years or niarriage if daugliter he inakes this charge, to vest iiC
after bis deathi, or, if the saine should happen diatelY upoil an estate which, if no sol' sîîoulddtiring biîS life, then at bis death, with main-i be born to hlm, would go to other Persolls.tcnanî'e at the rate of -£4 per (cnt. froru his I cannot sec any reason why these po)OrIsdeath. Kay, J., after observing that -it siioiildj be dire<-ted to -,est immciidiaétel)' ex-
secruis to be settled by authority that in the icel)t to l)encfit hirnseif. 'j1he portions5 moudcase of a portion charged on land, if no timie not be raisable tili his death. He gave n)iaillis lrnited for the vestîng or paynient, and the tenance only frorn tbat tune, and dirctedchild for whon-i it is intended shold (lie that they should be payable at twenty-OîîC Or
under 21 and uninarrieci, the p)ortion wouild rumarriage. Hie did not provide for anY ad-flot be raisable, but would sink for the Lune- vancemnent iiicaniwhile."f i t o f t h l u e s t a t e ; " a n d -a f t e r q u o t i n g t b e w o r d s ss 1 1 * ' ' ) ' R U T 1 S A F N N E

of Kindersley' V. C., in re 21alàsde', .7 i-usls, In tii e ilas case i in Lsi-Js'p iEnAxibeI îîV Xi

,4 I)rew. 594 in wbîch lie says, aniongst other Elue has cas in, thi ubr Jioas/î
things, tliat a power of aI)lointing p)ortions is //yp î8the point decided aPtear
"only one forin of a discretionary trust to 1)e ('hearly froin the following cxtract fror theexercised for the benefit of certain objects, judgrnaet ofs itetya las J.: "Ih tstator i

or sorne of thenl. The objects of the powr rl
arech lrn of the arriage ; and the ' my solicitor, W. E. Fsesalb
I)Urpose of the settiement was to mlake a pr-solicito t nytate, and to my said trustee.svision for their benefit, but at the saine tnie ini theiangg and carrying out the proVl-to esrvrrite other sncli a power as sions of this my wilh.' . i ai" toldwoul kep te chldrn uder er ontolthat no case is to be found in the books likeand to enable her to distribute the property th ne before me ni esao a Panuong theru in sncb manner as, in her opinion, poînted a particular 1)erson as solicitor to bis5their respective wants and interests and the estate, but in analogy to the cases to wvhiCb1 1exigencies of the case might require ; "-hehd, have refcrred, I decide that the directionl rithe above exercise of the power of appoint'ti will imposesntrtordy01thment by B. W. was invalid. Hie says, 1) trste tcoinue the 1 laintiff as their505 :-" The principle secrus to be, thuat a solici tor, and that being i-y decision 1 refspower of this kind being in the nature of a this motion with costs."' AH. F.L
discretionary trust, the appointor iust betaken to know that it is contrary to the nattureof the trust to mnake an appointmllen so as tovest immediately portions in children of


