
THlE ONTARJO WEELY VOTES.

part of the estate skie mnight desire, under, thefirst clauseol1
B3ut that clause wàs ambiguous. It mightmiean that s1
have the riglit to live upoil or lease the real estate, to
personal estate turned into money, etc., etc.; and other i
iniglit be attached to the language emrployed.

Reference to Terry v. Terry (1863), 33 Beav. M3
Pounder (1886), 56 L.J. Ch. 113; Roman Catholic Episci
poration of Toronto v. O'Connor (1907), 14 0.1-R. 66
.Jones, [18981 1 Ch. 438; In re Richards, [19021 1 Ch. j
Ryder, [1914] 1 Ch. 865.

It was obvious that the testator expected that the
the estate would or mjght be reduced-he had madie pro,
the event of the estate being reduced to $5,00 or less.
person to whom diseretion was given was the widow;
testator, by the first clause, gave lier the right to re
capital as skie niight see fit and desire.

Order declaring accordingly; vosts of ail parties to
out of the estatte, those of the executors between s5olli
client.
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WiUl-Co nstuctio n-Bq ,est of Mjoiuey Io Married D
Direction for Setem? f Fund-Duty of Execitioi

Motion by the exeeutors of Joseph Sutton IPratt, dec,

an1 order determining questions arising upon the wi~

Thle motion was heard in the Weekly Court, Torontx


