red to ag interpreting it. To dfo
in there being an intestacy ajs 2
a part. Rurthep « stock ? hgg a recognized_ meanln§ ey
fund, capital—the money or goggg employed in trade —T)ney
the gift of the « stock and traqg » therefore included msory
on deposit with testator’g banker, cagp in hand, promis 5
notes, cordwood for dwelling and shop, horses, harness, aca.-
‘ ' i Very frequently, but as oc y
81on require, The shop fixtypeg Would pass with the 13111]'
1 be considereq householq furniture, althoug
cases to the cong, fund. ~The term ig elastlgv-,
and may vary pogopd; its and mode of living. No .
surprise to find tha
€re, householy furniture:
Pecuniary Jegasjag the will proyiges that the un&'
versal legatee shal] « ” to one of testator’s brothers $100,
and continyeg « also she sha)) one hundreg dollars ” to anOther'
brother, legacy ig hevertheless ye)) given: Parker v:
. ©

- 143, Ordep accordingly. Cogsts ‘out of
estate,

okt S
FALCONBRIDGE, L

TODD
Railwa Y—Municipq; Corp IDrOpriatioy 0

f Land—A greement
with Land-owner~(}onstruction amages~Injury to . Prospec-
tive ]fu.vincxx‘(losts..

Action against the town Corporatioy and the Grand Tl”_unk
ailway Company to recover damages for Ijuries sustained

by plaintif by reason of the defendantg Wwrongfully taking

: s for the PUrPose of strajphtening
the Big Heaq river, thyg d

Ppriving the Plaintiff of the land
» 2T would:in. the future require, to meet
the needs of hig ey i 8, and injuring him by
incrcasing the diffic in othep ways. The
Plaintiff haq agreed e defendant railway
aXe immedigte Possession,
subj 0 the further stipu-
€ acceptance (f $400 from ¢ € company was to
be without preiyd; ¢ Plaintifpg o1y for damages « by
flooding (if any) owing to of the Big Head
Tiver.”

—D

SO0 Smith oy plaintiff.
» K.C, ang - S. Wi son, Meaford, for defend-
Corporation,

o S0 W, F iy o K.C., for defend-
Way company.



