
18 noL "volUntary") the transfe nqeto iîase h
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handed over to lier jsbeo b eath nii ttetO moneye and other property huch dah mihe theci o suieofa doatiie n rt i Ca Sa A nd I found that w hat w as done
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As agi* h amo the Crowîî for succession
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en v e r g r d o x m t o a f r e t h e a w . S h e is n o t ,
o f th e r W o , as to th e p re se n t I ai m s o pdy t e f r

o Corpou raet ion t e cse of Brown v. Toronto Generalr u st C o p r t 0 1  b u t in a y r e ly o n o t e r a p c s o t h
reliabîlity wbich existed betWeen bier an he dSeccsed.thNow, while the 'Ian ding ov er of f the 6, o moeys, .,mnay be rested on, the $ir into niInuch mfore than this; the besto mr causa, itis in truth

bonnt-it was, as hav tdelnient was not a ' trojud gniefl ini Brown v. To lron intoinL Trus s orortona matter of obliga- 0 Tornto goeneral resn fo-hestate. If it ninbnîUSLCroaindecease ~~n be h n Lusupon t'le decesed and his
,decbaPPened, as iL did, that thîe uncle should pre-
e.ae erthn tispersonal estate did not Pass beneficially
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i ea e nta

'veut Poten Lxally the property of ce,ý itn herm rinh toait as bnVindiced 
hIl nei'e n irrgtt

been ae- by the Coudi ot1rt as agaînst the administra..Pt of th e decid flot - su c e no is personal estate by any tes-taL or~flcsLte i~h~ b~ novoluntary disposition on thepart of he ecese~ and by o l galtra smsson as upon an]tsctal3 o bliv u of a valid and long standing con-
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