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Dtioxi by the reiduary legatees under the will of Bradford
mgoi, deeeased, for an order for payient over of mjoney to

uliel Urquhart, for the applicant.
.J. Beaton, for those claiming uÛder the widow of the

IDDLN'rON, J., in a written judgment, said that there were two
e i the. will whieh at first sight appeared to b. both residuary
0 bein couffit,
he ecutors were to hold i trunt and pay the income to the
V for life, sud, if there was not sufficient, were to use the
[9, for her maintenance. On the. death of the. widow-*hicb
low taken place-a Humber of legacies were to, b. paid, and
balance of my estate" was "to b. clivided between the

ist Homne and Foreigi 'Missions." Immediately following
was the other clause, "Ail the residue of my estate flot
iibsfore disposed of 1 give devise and bequeath unto my sýaid

hose claiming under the widow's will invoked the rule that
3,ter of two inconsistent clauses ini the. will mnust prevail.
,eferece to Rie Nolan (1917), 40 O.L.R. 355.
b. key-uote here was lu b. found fin the. latter clause. The1
w took uothing which was "hereinbefore disposed of." That
i thec gift to ber subordinate. The. reuiduary estate was
]ly disposed of by tii. earlier gif t, so she couki not take.
f the. Baptist Home and Foreign Missions oould not talc. ly
m of auy mortmain law, then bue ultimate provision as bu the.
us wuld prevent an intestaoy.
kos of ail parties should bc paid out of the. estabe.


