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era in the Lord’s work according to 
the [judgment of my executors ”

Held, that the disposition tnâde 
clearly indicated an intention to take 
the property dealt with out of the 
instrument containing the power for 
all purposes, -and not only for the 
limited purpose of giving effect to 
the particular disposition expressed ; 
but that the residuary bequest was 
void as too indefinite, and that the 
executors took the property in trust 
for the next of kin of the appointor 
and not beneficially. Re Wilson, 
Reid et al. v. Jamieson, 553.

Reapporlionmfint of Insurance 
Money by.] - See Life Insurance, 
1, 3.

jr WITNESS.
Death of after Examination and 

before Cross-examination.]—See Evi­
dence.
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“ Conveniently.”]—See Penal Ac­
tions and Penalties.

tal
th­
in, 1

;ny
“ Cousins.”J—See Will, 4.

“ Die Childless.”]—See Will, 1.

“ Land Mortgage Debenture.”]— 
See Company, 4.

“ Owner.”]— See Railways.

“Public Hospital”]—See Assess­
ment and TaxeS,} 2.

“ Regulating and Governing.”]— 
See Municipal Corporations, 1.

“ Tenant.”]—See Landlord and 
Tenant, 3. &

“ Transient Traders.”]—Set 
cipal Corporations, 7.
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l in Policy of Insurance Issued After 

Date of not Affected by Devise to 
“ Preferred Beneficiaries ” as Defined 
by the Ontario Insurance Act!]—See, 
Life Insurance, 5.
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Effect of Order for.]—See Life 
Insurance) 3—Company, 3, 4.
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