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amount of the deduction Wo be nmade from bis ahare by tiie tenu
of the earlier will, and that the paragraph referring to it had
been copied înto the new will, heilpa to confirm the view whieh
I have expressed, but which 1 have arrived at altogether apart
front that circuffltance.

The answer to the first question submitted being that the.
executor ought Wo be guided by and to act on paragraph 7 and
flot paragraph 20, nofurther answer Îs necessary Wo the second
question.

The costs of ail parties will bc out of the estate; those of
thie executors to be as between solicitor and client.

MIDDLETON, J. ~JuýNs 7TH, 1912.

*WOOD v. GRAND) VALLEY R.W. CO.

Co eira - Und(rtak ieig Io Exteiid Railway Io V'ilag--Poaymee
of Moey to Railway ('ompaiiy by Property-oiwairs in Vii-
Iage-Rýeceipt of Companiy's Bonds-Briacie of lhdidek-
ing-Liability of Comýpanij-Personsal Liability of Pregsi-
dent -Damages -Princi pie of ofemn Rtsa<
Bonds.

Action by a nuinher of mnanufacturera and inerclhants, carry-
ing on business at the village of St. George, agaiziat thet rail-
way eompany and A. J1. Pattison, formnerly presideut of the
railway comnpany, to repover damnages f romn the defendants for
brech of eoutract Wo cunstruet an addition Wo their liue of rail-
way so as Wo conneet the village o! St. George with the ('an.
adia» Pacille Railway at Qait; for repayrnent of! $10,000 paid
by the. plaintiffs for bonds of the. railway Company; and for
ether relief.

G. F. Shepley, W., and A. M. Hlarley, for thie plaintifis.
S. C. Sieke, KCfor the, defendant comnpany.
C,.J. 1ohînan, C, for tii. defendant Pattisoni.

Mw~.aTN 7 J.:- . . Upon the faith of the defendant
Pattiaon's personal guarantee, the. plaintiffs agreod tu pureéhas
bonds of the road Wo tiie etent of $10,000. Tii... bonds wr
not'regarded as being o! any great value, and were nuL bougiit
as an iinvesftme(nt. Whist tii. plaintiffs desired, and wiiat Mr.

To'i b. reportcd lin thne Ontario t4wL% Report.
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