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wife for more than a year occupied certain rooms ini
the deceased continuixig to, carry on a boarding bouse i
portion. The evidence did net clearly shew whether thi
paid anythiDg to his mother during this period; but i
with aziy show of reason be said that ini these cireuir
deceased was, during that period, accurnulating a ci
lier sou which the admoiistrator of her estate would
to enforce years afterwards.

It could not reasonably be maintained that, when tIE
and his wife, as a resiilt of a quarrel with the deceas
remaining i and taking possession snd coutrol of
aud thus forcing the deýceased tc> change lier position
of the Liousehold te that of a lodger, decided or agree
lier to continue in pseio, aud thernselves moi
quarters, the defendant did flot thereby give sud t'
did not i fact receive and accept soinething valuab'i
what skie was entitled te receive under the covenant.

The deesdintended te sud did accept the situe
benefits sud advantages in lieu of and i satisfaction of
contracted fer by the covenant. lier course of
upwardi3 of 20 yesars was ineonsistent with any other

The. appeal should be disxnissed with coats.

MÂeEFu, J.k, agreed with FauevusoNi, J.A.

RoieuiNs, J.A., agreed with FiiiUSON, J.A, i
sozue doubt as te whether it could be said that i
equivalent to abandoniug the cdaim of the easd

MFzREDiT, C.J.O, read a disseuting judganent.J
the d.feud#it was exaauined as a witaiess on his o"w
dld not sa or szetthat there was any gene


