42

plaintiff’s wife Joft her }
plainly acteq without r,

Damages, ¢th ed., pp. 47, 48, 63. s
Brrrroy, J—The motion should he fiismisse% sr(;]ich
upon the ground thyt the specia] damage claimed, alfl1 e
plaintiff wag Prepared to proye at the trial, name ys,ed o
plaintifP’s wife left him, gnq that Olive Batson cea

219 HL T O 600, discussed. IYI;I;E
t fairly and reasonably }lthe'
- As the point upon which thé
ot taken at the trial, or in

> there should pe no costs of this motion-
Motion dismiggeq Wwith costg. '

————
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: . od—
’Will*('onsfruction 0 Widow‘]«]stute during Widowho
8 ee\Residuam/ Devise.

—Devige ¢
Bstate ip r

s the widow of the testator. At tt}:ff'
death he wag Possessed of the south-west qual'e a)
of lot 12, hut by his will he deviseq (by mistake, as alleg

Sl d
east quarter of lot 19. ' He de‘”;ew
other lands t, hig Sons, and one parcel to the vendor during

: f
widowhood, and devigeq and bequeatheq all the residue o
his estate to the vendor,

BB O’Flynn, Bel]eville, for the vendor.
"No one appeared for thq

purchaser,

MEREDITH, J—Under the earliest clause of the will g’lg
widow took probably only an estate durante viduitate in e
lands thereiy, describeq, though it may perhaps be o s
contention that the restriction contained in the words fts
ong as she remajng my widow ” doegs not apply to the gi v
But, howeyer that may be, under the resld}:ﬁ) ot

Will, together wit}, the first clauge, the wi
took all the estate i



