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the devise or bequest was ta the devisee or legatee absolutely.
See also other cases eited in Lewin on Truists 9th ed., p. 137. But

4 sti]l in ench case the whlel will niust be Iookcce at, and, unlesi
it appears froin, the whole w'ill that an obligation was întended
to, bc iinposed., no obligation will be held to, exist; yet, morcover
in some of the older cases obligations wvcre inferred from Ian-

guage whieh in mnodern tinies would be thought. insufficient to
justify sucli an itiferetnce."

b 'rhese expressions, wve think, fairly indicate tlhý fuill length
Io whivhl the revoluition ii judieial set'mthnent on this subjeet lias,
up to the present. proet'eded.

t4. lithe)p precafory trusitts nou, abolishced.

And it is worth w-hile renmarking this because iii sanie way
niapprehiension up)ot the autbjeet hams erept in, and we fild the

statemnelit oecasionally imade that. pr, cato1ry trusts are a thing
of the past, liiaviný, been' p)ravtieal1y ii>olished by the trend of the

mdm tleeisions ()

Sa far as we ave able to judge of the inlatter this seenis ta be
tan emtire ni.4eoneeption. We eannot discover that the etnses sup-

port that couelusion.

(c) Aniengst others, se careful a iiriter as )Lr. E. 1). Arinir, ..
hins given curreum, te this vlew. expressing the motter as follows, < 10 C.L.T.
154: «'The technipal signification of precatory words having been abandoned,

* andi the Courts having repctitedly stated that they miuet look at the whrile
%vll te discover the intention, the logicali reMntit i,, thnit precaîtorv trusts
are aboli shed, and that nothing but an impérative direction, or a direction

* the testator's wishes, will b. construéti into a trust."
%Ve are lncllned tn think, howvever, that the passage quoted nmus.t not

hé takon as a déolaration cf that learned 1wrlter's definite opinion tha.t
prteontory truste are in very~ tact abolisheti, but rather as an intimation

~; of what mnust ho the eventual resuit if the présent preçs cf évolution fg
.. continued. Indeéd, that would set te b. clearly tue case, as, at a later

stage of the saine article, we finti Mr, Armeur prociedlng with the discus-
siont of hl% subject on thé basis that thé doctrine of piecatory truste li;

ct fe frce. The passage is asfol iows: (p. 154). "A considération

juxt given instances ei cases ln whlch téstators have lof t théir property tc)

V £g their wivcs, and havé expréssed confidence thiit they m-ould carry out wlmsat
thé testator %vould have doue. Such reasonlng as waw applied ln t1îp PaRt

ï of L&mbe v. Saee, supra, whore thé testator was said ta intend his wifoj ~ t 'romain head ef thé family and te do what wu. buet for 'the fainilt
.... cannot well ho. îLpliéd te a pérson who dome net naitural
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