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To answer thiat afinaieywould be, in eetto de-
clare thle codicil a nullity. Noýw, reading both 1ogether, I
thiink 'ot only that some effet eau be given to the codifi,
but thiat sonie if not aIl of what the testator injtended can
ho carried out.

I therefore answer this question in the negative.
1 also auswer the second question ini the neg'ative. I

thiiik if the teatator had intendfed, te limit his purposes in
the makiîig of the codieil to the timie of "comitg into po.s-
session" hie would have referred thereto in words that in
monec Way imperted that. Those he did use are obviously
iiitended to have a wider scope, and point altogether in a
different direction.

The third question isz, whether the words in the codiefi
"Cdie wihot iale, issuie" create an estate tail miale in
favour of the appllicanit, which would enable him to bar the
enitail under R. S. 0. 1897 eh. 122, and so become the owuer
iu feu sim-ple.>

VM'v îiuswer te this question is, that the worda « die
ivit hout ,,ale issue" d'go net, of arid 1by thieniselves, create an
estate tail miaie, but thakt, the 'will and codlicil being read as a
whole, these words define, as th(, law then stood, the, limi-
tations of the estate that the will and codicil were intended
wben read together te ereate,.

Evident 1,, thiey give, 1 think, an estate tail maie to John
Smith Read in remainder sfter the life estate te the widow.

Thtcame iuto p)ossession of John Smith Read in 1886,
andi ca~n 1w harr#'d 1h*y John Sithfl Read as provided for by
the stiituit, referredl te, and by virtie thereof hie eau convey
the fee imle

The Sth question is, whether thxe restrictions on sale are
rot repuignanit and void in any event.

1 thinik thev restrictions; on the sale of the lands are &o
repugnant te the estate or estates created as ýto be void....

lu Rnswer to the 9th question, T think a validl conveyance-
of the said lands iu fee simple caui be made if execiited by
John Smith Pead and his brothers Nicholas Robert Read
anid George McCleave Read and the surviving executors. ..
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