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the right votferredI hy the à-ill was siînply a riglit of personfil
en~yuwt.,and that hiaving renoutictd that right vs regards the'

land %he had no right to the ùiherne (if the p)roceds, nor to) the
ineit'ne of the' rove«Is of tht' furniture whieli hait beii or inighit

~NI.I ( tNti'u'1'IN- O 0F INN(F~ ON TRUKT TO API'LN
AU. 0:t -~NY PARTi FORî M AIN''.:N ASI- AcCuxmULtATIos-

In re 1101f.ff J>ublie TruNiec v. Lazarus (1920) i Ch. 184. By
th 1w ill in quetior iii thie di'tt tvstatrix gave a Iegacy up-.onl
triust Io tu'viniî1atî the in'oiiie tintil Fraîîces Myerf4 attained 21
Or illerritmi, ti theretifier to j*iy tht' intecne to hier for life, antd
aft'r li'e' dffitl to hold the ' 'al.ital for hier children who mhould
aut mii 21 or nmrry, and] in defaulf <>f child or chiliv' it wau to
faUit t ihli residue. T1he te'statrix al-4o gave lier residue Lo l'

inv'te r trust, to apply the' invoine or an%. part thereof for the
mnaintexnnce of trnu !*i's nt-il she attained 21 o)r Inarried,
and t hveN't-r to 1-ay he i' n-hIlf of the incoille, andi the other hiall
to. aitotlar ;:ro;and altt'r the deathl of lerances one-haif wvas
to li' held in trust for lier children. Frances niarrit'd in 1917
and atttiined 21 iii 1918. Slîî viuinied te lie vntitIed tn tie ne-
etumîflation of the mettled k'gaey antd mhe also claimied the accuniu-
lations of incorne of the seondly inenitioned rffliduary trust fund.
It. was contended on li'r liehalf aH to the set'ondly nicntioned
funid, thazt. the dirert ion to ajp1y t1e whole or any part of the
invoflie for i' er maintenanc'e entitled lier to the accumulations of
incouine' ;but. Sargant, J., who heard the' motion. was clear that the'
accumulations of inconie of t.he settled legacy were accretion4
to the' capital, and hie aWs rtjectKd the contention as t~o the residluarv
fund and hield that, notwithstanding the' direction for -aintenance,
the accumnulations f,: înconie of that fund also were accretions
to the' Capital.

WIL---CONSTRU-C'îON-RESIznUAnR aST.ATE--<'STATUTES 0F DIs-
q'iut"T'ION "-IN'rSTA'rEs ACT, 1890 (53-54 VICT. C'. 39) s. 2-
(R.ýS.O. (. 119. S. 3, 12).
li re Morgtui, Mat-gaie v. Mcrgan (1920) 1 Ch. 196. This was

also a pi oceeding for the' con. truction of a ivill whereby the tes.
tator had provided that in certain evn.,which happened, bis
trustee,;es hould ho!d the' net proceeds of his î't'siçluary estate i,ý
trust for the' persons or person who would be entitled at the' time
of the failure or determination of the priox' trusts to his personal
estate "unider the statute for thie distribution of the personal
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