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he nieant ta benefit the six children now living of the sd &.
F. Okey, by his firat wife and nu others. At the date of
the wiII five of the six children wore dead, the lust of the five
tu die being referred ta by the testator in hi% wiIl us "iy itt
niece, S.M."l The survivor was stili alive and the question wojs
whether he was entitled to the share beqtueathed ta the " six
el'ilidren," and Joyce . J., held that he wax, becauee hie held that
the children referred tu by the will and codicil wvere the living
children of S. F. Okey and his tirst wife, and tite court inight
properly reject the number "six'! on the preouniption of a mis-
toke on the part of the testator, as tu the utamtber actuaIly living.

LEozcY BF(EQUST 'UtJC To Uhil4UATION TO 31AUNTAIN INANTS
-- INTRKST ON i.EO.WY.

Iii re C,'an. i1dapns v. Craezn (1908) 1 Ch. 379. Aý tîestator
hlequleathied tht' itieoîne of a legacy to his dauighter-itn-lttw dturingt
lier~ widowht)ood, mIthjýt't to thte obligaition of iîtaiintling lier
dteeamed lihsband (s ehihiren, The legney ivas p-'id over hly the
truxtoee of the will within a~ year front the temtator' x death with-
out interest, but the' t ristets of the legai'y elaimi that -et, ail
obligation o? naitnante of the ehîhîren had beti iniposed on
the'duhoriiw itorext shoutid be paid on the' logaýy f'ront
th(, testatear*q dthh but lEady. .1.. held that the' emst wts dis-
t iligiishabh' tront the' east4 wht'rt' at testator givos n lt'gat7 to
ifatit, as to w ht tlit. sta w l.s i n [ueo p rontis. % i tih

a diretion thait the' invoine [s to bt' apphied for their maintten-
aIV itid aniti tu th(- pretnt beink, et iift tu ant iduilt, [t thjU not
Ilinr itterott frona the' doath iuntil paid over to the truistet'.

Li>attd, v. HIl ( 19î 1$ C h. 393. Emîly. J.. il''icl a i
ecoitrRrýV ta Publie' ;a ivy to mimmetIQ HI,'V eondtittun dlivot urtit- il&
ititkritst of al dev've to legatot i f hié vnters the' IlavaI or Ilil [tam"

s' i0'of1 tile emiitrmy. a nd t bat suleh it i.ol3d [ti [t if, Ihn'
void.


