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tota od kme other Provision dealing with the maintenance
of thie wife after the time named, the suggested meaning mighit
wellb ittrib)uted to clause S. But it Nvas not conceivable tha't
the testator intended that the Provision macle for hi$ wi%ýfe's
mnainte-lnuce should not continue during her entire life, providedl
that ahe remained his widowv.

Clauses 10> and Il. should be regarded as becoîning operative(
ouWy uponi the death or remarriage of the widow before the youngest,
child atttined iuajority, or upon a disagreemrent takinig plaic
between the widow and the children during the timeu for wh-ich.l
she %vas obliged to maintain them, as provided in cas , thlat is,
iintil theY re1SPcctively attained full age; and, having thils in vicw,
toee clues uld not now bc invoked, even if the uXQcUt<)rs
,shotId thin< the separation of the widow ami ehuldrendeial
b>y rea-son of their disagreement. These clauseýs, Iovrwere
important as shewing the testator's intention, It -,as Impossible
to believe that the tcstator did not intend that the iiiiiitvi pi.ahbe
to ber iii the evenit of her doing that whîch the testator- iinainly
deired-maixfraiinig the home for the family- shotld .orne( to
an end before b1er death.

The provisions of clause 8 are contradictory if the con)tenition
of the dýhuîdren pre-(vails; for, while it commences Ix' spea>:king of
paynent of an anuity to the widow until the youngcsýt sur11Vii1if
child attains ilt age of 21, it clearly contemplates that itis pa) -
ment shall continue thereafter "for the support and:ti iteac
of miy said wvife while she remains my widow." Full effect, can
be gi\,en te the limiitafion founti in the first line of tIc clause by
reading the cus sproviding fo>r payment of this annuityv unltil
the youngest child attaîns the age of 21 for the support of the,
wido'w and the elîdren anti thereafter for the widlow's,, own uise,

Astisnuts t tol atieto the entir in(omei( of the
esýtate, it follows thiat the distribution, or part dsrutopro-
vied for b)y ý clause 12, mnustle postponed until t1cwio'eth
it waLs not t1w testatot '.- intention that the wid g s it to
maintcinanee shoui be sacr-ificed for the purp)ose of> lmakinig ani
cary distribuition among his clijldren; andi it is moeconsistent
%viti the wvill that the provision for distribution sliould have to give
way to the, dominanit intention of provîding what the testator
thiouglt %vas ani adequate maintenance for lis widow.

As the widow's annuity was payabtlle out of 11Vincon-1iend
incoweao-tee was no right to resort te the capital.

LATCiWO J., andi FEROUSON, J.%vgre ithMIDTOJ

IDDELL, J., i n a written judgment, after discussing thu termali
(J tbe will, sat tt, being of the opinion that tIc chilirn l


