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sum ; if, however, the payments made to him before his
reduce the unpaid balance of the $25,000 to less than s
he will be entitled on his marriage to receive such balancé:
2. After such payment to the legatee on his marriag®
semi-annual payments of $600 each shall cease until th
fifteen years from the testator’s death, when the unpaid
of the $25,000 shall be payable. N
3. The intention of the testator in the paragraph un
sideration was to benefit this legatee to the extent O
this amount is not eut down by the later words of the
graph, dealing with the mode of payment. 2
Subsequent provisions of the will relate to the dispos”
this bequest (and bequests to other beneficiaries) o1
ing of certain contingencies; the above conclusions i %
" to whatever effect these later provisions may have Of =
quest, if any of these contingencies arise. ha :
Costs of the application will be payable ou_t of the :
those of the executor as between solicitor and client.
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ScuLLy v. ONTARIO JocKEY CLUB—MASTER IN CH
JAN. 23. e
Security for Costs—N on-payment of Costs ,(’)f F w
—Con. Rule 1198(d)—*“For the Same Causé — -
tity.]—Motion by the defendant George M. .He.ndrl :
Rule 1198(d), for an order requiring the plmlltlﬁ wﬁo i
for the costs of this action, on the gronnfl t{:e :
applicant was coneerned, this action was ‘‘for T M
as a previous action by the same plaintiff 88““’:”“ .
George M. Hendrie, J. F. Monck, and W. P- :‘wh '
been dismissed with costs, and the costs of Wh'S
paid. This new action was against the OO
Joseph E. Seagram, E. H. Duhaine, and
The wrongs complained of in the former actio o
12th August, 1911; those of which the PIEEtor
occurred on the 23rd September, 1912. SGW
these facts, together with the fact that tﬁ:ﬁom Wi
was the only defendant common to both plisd
facie that Con. Rule 1198(d) eould not bﬂ,zlz . roquir
of the identity of the claim in a second Wl
effect to Con. Rule 1198(d) : Lucas V. clg Ir. CL.R-
Reference to Bynnter v. Dunne (1883), vl




