
RE IVIX.N.

IMIDDLETON, J. I )iENEMBIC 24Tf, 1 1.8
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lVill- -Conisiet ion -Leqac&•ý Io .arried ilonb bc Stilid upon
them, for their Sepurate ('se--Pynent bu) Lgo< os Ihrcbly.

Motîon 1)y the executor of the w-ill of Helen M\aria W inn for
an order determining the mneaning an(] effect uf the 6tIh clause.u

The motion %vas heard iii the Weklv C ourt, Toronto.
T. D). Leonard, for the executor.
G. (,. S,'. iîndse\, C, for severai of tLe incc,~ of tlie testatiiîx

and for eredlitors of the nieces.
J. W. ('arrick. for C. Gi. lleward, a nephew.
K. W. Wright, for the InspectÀor of P>risons and] Public('mrîe.

,IIIDLETo-N, J., in a written jtidgnnt, said that th(, 6tli clairse,
directed ail L)equests and legacies in favour of niecet4 1u -e >ut tle-d
upion the said nieces for their separate use in stiul mnanner amid

inbee to ich ternis as iny executors shall deeni expeýdietf.*'
The'lieîe desired the legacies andI bequests tb 1e glii iin)te

solutvy andl contendefi that thie oniy thing reurdbx the
will was thiat th(, legacies or 1bcquest.,slud b101( e gix en tlwem for
thieir eprtuei.e., free froin the controcl of their m.Ln.

The excutor did not olbjeet to this,. andI did flot, 1lsîe
îipose any ternis and conditions upon payliment un1eýs rqie
by iaw.

In this wvill nu intention was expressc<(di that thle rpry1
to bie heid for the nieces ini sueh a way as- to prex eunticpt
or to benefit issue;. and, in the absence of such intention, th1)r1c
wa.s no rmaison wvhy payînent shiould flot lie mnade tu the n1(iecs
direct, as, under the law as it now standls, they take thîer dm i
property as separate estate.

Costs of ail parties out of the cstate, lu Le cliargefi pro rata
agaitist the legacies and bequests concerneti.


