
1220 THEI ONTARIO 'WEEKLY NOTES.

Orme one of ber execators, and bequeathed him a Iegaey of Wt
13y the first cedicil to ber will s revoked the bequest of 20
te Orme and aise revolced bis appeintment as executer, and byth
saine codieil she appointed James Traeey onset bfer exeentors n
bequeatbsd him a Iegaey ef $100. By a third cedicil te ber w

aiue revoed the appeintnisnt of James Traey as oe of!e
executers, but didl not express1y reveke bis legacy, andon
question under the will was wbether tbe revocation of his p

peintinent as executer aise revoed the legacy. TEETZEL, J., X

pressd bis visw as follows: "The general rule ia that a lgc
te a persen appointed executer is given te bim in that caatr
and it is on 1dm te sbew seiuetbing in the nature ofe bs cy
or otber cireumatanees arising on the will te repei that p.e=p

tion. The presuxuption wiUl b. rebutted if it should appear ete

frem the language ef tbe bequst, or frein the fair construction o

executer is glven te him iundependently et that tcbaracter: Wl

liams on Exscuters, 1Otb ed., pp. 1027-30, and eases there ita

oa1so Jarman on Wills, 6th ed., pp. 1623-4. In 'Wildes v. ai,
2 LJ. Ch. 495, at p. 498, Yicp-ObaxcelUr Stuart observes ta

tbe CIourts bad allowed very minuta circumstaflces to takecae

out of the rule. Now readixxg tbis will and tbe codielh ason
douet exprsmig the testaiiintary intentiens ofet tii. se

and barin i nd that wbeu she made the third oilsh

had efoe hr the first codiCil in wbicIi Ébe revoked net onlyth
appontmet o MathewOrme as pue of ber exeonters, but l

fereee s tat heu inthe tbird codieil, sbe reveked tbs appit

undstubn n oherwords, fatir to infer tht if heba
intededto evok th leacyto Tracey as well as bis apit

mentas xectormhewoud hve folloed the. saine cours as h

ta ae ntecs fOm' lgc.1 hrfrtikta

th lgaY hul b pid"Astoth thr uetinsibmttd

½ffeindJdg huh ht nteatoiofRCrn,


