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have ehanged s0 as to require a refusai of this aplctoor
the mnaking of morne order different f romi the order whieh was
made: it was just beause of this that that order wa-s limnited am
to the tixne during which it should be effective. Vet in regard to
any matter lui whieh the circumatances are not ehanged-i
which the principle involved la the san-I would feel boixnd
by the former rulings, whatever miight ho iny own view ot any.
question covered by thern, notwithistandiug the case of In re
Ilamrbrough 's Estate, Hamnbrouigh v. llarnbrough, [119091 2 Ch,
620, decided iii England, whiere( there is flot, a4 far as I arn aware,
8113 suich legislation as thiat upon thie subljeett eontainied ili the
Judicatture Act of this Province.

Therefore, having no doubt of the oflrtyu the applica-
tion or of the propriety of mlaking suchl ai) order asx would give
effect to the wishes of ail parties Io it, ait order whieh wouild lit
quite in accordance wvith the settled practic ut tis Coôurt, I
sdiould flot have had any hesitation in mnaking it. but for the
doubt, thrown uponi that practice in thie case of Rui ('arnahanIJII
(1912), a brief replort of wbich appevars in 4 O).W.N, 115: a doubht
which I ain quite sure wa4 flot exrese iutilt ie a very rare.
fi and aixions c'onsideratioli o! the subljee(t aild exaiinstion ot
the ca.4es bvaring upon it : ani xpeiofu dout whieh ealled for
hesjitation,) ini ths application, iii order to obtin a tiler know-

edeof thle Ieasons pOii-1 ieh a as bamed.g, aniti to recoliuider
4-arcfully, the sujewith a view to al re-fertwe o uth inmtter
to a Divisiion*ti Court, uinder the. legisiation hetor., nretioned-
Ilhe Judicature Avi, R...1914 ch, î"11, se,- 32- .houid 1 b.
able then Wo share in that doubt.

But futiier ronsideration prevents mec sharuzig in ilt; andi
convilies mle thlat the. pravtire la rigbit anti9 -4110111( NI follow%'4.
aýs inideed it was in Re Caruahian,

The powver of this C ourt to enforre thev duty, uf nnY gtiarliatn
or other trustee, Wo maintain andi educato infant ehiltirent ae<,ord..
ing Wo their neeis ani miens ia une utf thosîe cememtar*y thiupm
abou)it whieh there eaun be as lîitie doult asi tht're cal b.e ut tht,
taet that infant ehiltiren oiught Wo b, inaintaini anitduad
aeeording to their needs andinti mn Nor eaui them. b. ny
doubt of the wide powers ut tis C'ourt- o-vr flhe persoýn andi
property of an infant; nor that thiat puwer ougt to bc frfeely
txerelsimÀ for the benefi(it ot the infant, whnvc eeemary, « M,
Simipson ont Infante, 3rdi vil.. pp. '222-:t.

Someo atreus seemu to have beenr put uponI t4i tari that the
infants' money was niot, iu tiie ce ut Re (arnahani, ag alsui il lu


