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e real and personal property to his wife, the vendor, adding

in clause:- "It la niy desire that she takes good care of ail my
fidren as much as it is possible to do, and I also, desire that

ber death she wilî divide the estate that I now give her among
Lr ebildren in the xnost just inanner possible." It was argued

nt tis constituted a precatory trust, and that it operated to

[t down the gift to a life estate, with a power of appointment
aong the children. The learned Judge said that at one lime
in would probably have been so; but the tendency of the more

cent decisions was ail the other way. In this will the gift 10

ie wife was absolute, and the clause quoted reoognised this and
Il far short of what w-as now regarded as neeessary to eut down

ie abý,olute estate given. In addition 'to the cases referred

i by the Chancellor in Johinson v. Farney, ante 969, the learned

adge referred to In re Williamns, [1897] 2 Ch. 12, and In re Old-
eld, ( 1904] 1 Ch. 549. No costs between the vendor 'and pur-
uL&r. Couts of the Officiai Guardian to be paid by the vendor.

D. Davis, for the vendor. Grayson Smith, for the purchaser.
H . 'Meredith, for the Officiai Guardian.

MCNAM v. McNAIR-MASTER IN CIÂMBERs-APRIL 11.

Uusband and Wife-Âimony-Interim Order-Hm.band
,ilkout Means.1-Motion by the plaintiff for interîn alimony

nd disbursements. The plaintiff made'affidavit that the defen-
,ant once aaid that lie was worth $90,000; but no particulars were
iven, nor was any specifie asset mentioned. The defendant, at

he tixue of the application, was at Rcno, in Nevada, where ho wvas

ngaged in procurlng a divorce. His affidavit stated that lie
ras wholly iÎthout means and without employment and was

jiig on boans from has friends; and that, though daily seeking
mployment, hie was unable to ohta.in any. The Master said that,

n tbesPe ircumatances, the cms did flot differ from Pherrill v.

lberril, 6 O.L.R. 642, where il was said: "It would be uscîs

o make an order against a mnan who has no property on which
t enuld operate, and wherc there îs no evidence as to bis

mirning power." Where, as here, the defendant is out of the

jurladiction, this principle seemed even more applicable. Motion

l1unirused, leaving the plaintif! 10, take the malter higher or pro.

"àe to trial as miîglt be thought best. A. J. Russell Snow, K.O.,
r the. plaintif!. 'R. MeKay, K.O., for the defendant.
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