
CLARK v. MIQT.

No doubt, tle 'benetiîaries are eniied 10 a honw aud rason
ableî*jtiifv at the hotel, and, no doubt, -1t,11 Ilome and
reasonab1e, maintenancee would flot be afforded byý il1w h)aio

Wallis of the biotel. But ît dotes flot sein t4, mc tlaI flt
widow could not ai an y titile seil the whiole olr ait part1 of
the furiiiture, proî ided'that she lef t or proc4ur4,d furniiturie ",f
the. kind and quantity *n v fry t furmmh-h etcs'aleh u-
!f s'ue ;it aniv tirme fa;led fo doi thkî. no d11)b theý 1'eiair o,

WOUI41 hae good callse ofl alcion, and. if nusar, Ie hlotct
wolid ho solda t» Pro.vide( a homIe and nmai ltt'lnce tf-or thoi

euitdthrotol. Jlut thiat is quite a iffr rpiio
fri that of the def'endant, that ils, that oath ediir
(-1o41ld ave prev'ented her inother fron eli gan ;iingb
article.

Buit theýwil of tie widlo% is 11111r01 xlci. otan
inas it dloes, au expre,,; lwqineýd o)f tli>i i~owt t the I

na yied lpgltvVPý.

ý"lh-ý powur of the exeeuworz to li-poe of' il chat t-I peIi-
eslIy1 bequewat lied seems to luavv heen. formllv-_ quost lined. blut
0111Cellding aesin mnodem'l Ilrnes hlave, !w\1ihdite,11191

4pu:"Willieanîs on !)tos tiid.p.8? Andl
wbehe te calso ight o ffrt if it wcre iest4hislrliqel lhat.

Us l ecti had dolne mi ythlig ili 1;w \%;I id, as&.ent1 iit

the bequejfst. 1 flwed ilot inquilire. aIs nollimng olf thqe kin. i, Set
alp livre. but, on the eota.il app*.ars ilhat lte 1);laltri
wus inisistiing uipon lier rigit to suli f romt thetwinm

A,; Io the lasi: point, 1 hiave, said Ilhat there-l i> Iloillmng tri
thie eoududt of' the plainiliff whlileh h:ir hier riglit. 1f any»
estoppel exisis ift exisis again t edf at Withi fili
notice anmd knw leof thev calao (if o~esIn ilg to ihelse
c.hattels, he( agreud, if not b\ Ilhe agemetof 30th Octaber.
19206, it least hv that of 3,r4l M;l, Iý. .l payv the sumntï
$950 ta the plaintfi for them, 1 shmold, however. asu at

present advised, hitet»dieaa insith de(fendii(i
tupon thIsz grollend lone.

It wvold( have, heeni bett4.r 11.1 Eduia Clark andi lier
infant sist4lr beun iad parties to thimi axtion, 'and tho action

fougbt, out wvith their claims fuly v explained andti rged; but
the solicitor for t, defendant, wh, waml,» soliciItor for

Edua Clark. did niot spe fil to) take, this course. I cmunnot hitl
that thse plaiintiff shlofld hiave made thpese pmrtis-the plii


