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meaning of the termns of tbe gift that very budesmec nditose wereimposed upon the devisee ; and that no such conditions would be iIIPachthe devise to A. C. by tbis construction, as the two sums of $"0 e *dcharged in favor of bis brothers were charged upon the whole feeq and ifPi
by him bis personal representatives on his death could enforce rePayrneft t
bis estate.lad

Held also, that the widow of A. C. was entitled to dower out of the tatldevised to him, flothwithstanding the defeasible character of his estat ;'il
she was also entitled to the annuity of $5o per annum given er by thfo thrfrnot
put to ber election ; tbat tbe limitation of tbe annuity to widowhood Was lo
invalid as being in undue restraint of marriage ; and tbat she could not Clain,~
a distributive share of the devised lands under the Devolutiofl of Estates Act,
whicb applies only to descent of inberitable lands. .i hThe mortgagee of tbe reversionary interest of one of bis brothers ptelands devised to A. C. was improperly added ini the Master's office as apat
to an administration action, and could take objection at an>' time to the Pro-
ceeding eitber by way of appeal from tbe report or on1 further directionis ;'
was fot limited to tbe time mentoned in Order 48, O)nt. Jud. Act, which refers
oni>' to a motion to discbarge or vary the decree.

Appeal allowed witb costs.
Moss, Q.C., and Hall, for appellants.
Shepley, Q.C., and Simpson, for respondent, Allen.
Riddell, Q.C., for respondent, Jeanne Cowan. pa 1

Quebec.] I)UFRESNE v. GUEVRE MONT. 
in401eal from Court of Review-Appeal to PrivY Gounci.l-ApPeaat'e a-Addition of interest-CCP arts( r"'5, rr78, 117 8,j-,R. s. . art . 311-54-55 Vict. (D.) C. 2S, Sec. 3, S.. 3-54 Vici. (Q)C. ./ 8rei

Under 545 Vict. (D.) cb. 25, scC. 3, S.s. 3 there is no appeal to the Sture
Court of Canada from a decision of te Court of Review which woud fotb
appealable as of rigbt to the Privy Council. 

U1iIn determining the rigbt of either part>' to an appeal to tbe Privy Co 7rin cases decided in the Court of Review wbere the judgmeflt of che SP 0 ri
Court bas been affirmed and no appeal lies to the Court Of Que dis-
Lower Canada, the provisions of art. 2311 R.S.Q. (making tbe adiOut bepute depend onteaon eaddadnto htrecovered M' theaediffren), will not permit te addition of interest peidente lite tîathe
original demnand in order to raise tbe amount in controvers>' to the aPPea
amount. 

folloWed- .1zStan/on v. The Home Inruraace Co., 2 Legal News, 314, JAllan v. Pratte, 1 3 App. Cas. 78o, and Moite v. LefebJre 1
387p referred to.

Appeal quashed witbout costs.
Quimet, Q.C., and Emard, for motion.
Fleming, Q.C., and Germain, contra.


