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'an WILL.face water and the steady flow from

the jury there should be a new trml. deviaed Jt0 hU aon G. «the propevty 
Per Armovb, C. J, that what j die p08Se8aed oHn filage 

toe Judge toM the jury could not àtaoFlot 28 in the 10th con-
be held to be a misdirection without q{ b „ Jn the earl t of
reversing the decision in Beer v. the ^ he had u8ed ^ w0,.da 
Stroud; and the objection to the wiaM t0 dispoae „f my wovldly 
charge was too vague and indefinite. *„ Th(f teatatm. did, not
Arthur v. Grand Irunk R. W. Co., £w£,0/28> alld the only land he did

own in the 10th concession of B. 
was a part of lot 29. The will con­
tained no residuary devise.

Upon a petition under the Ven­
dor and Purchaser Act 

#eld, that the part of lot 29 
owned by the testator did not jjass 
by the will to the son.

" ■After the death of the testator, all 
Highway-Closing of-Adjoining his children executed a deed of re- 

Lands-Right, of Mortgages of- ‘ease to the executors of his will 
i Owner "—Cm. Man. Act, 1898, containing a recital that the part of 4c. S60, sub-sec. 9.]-A mortgagee kt 29 owned by the testator was N 
of land adjoining a highway is one devised to the son G„ and that he 
ok the persons in whom the owner- was then in possession 
sHp of it is vested for the purposes Held, that there was no estoppel 
of lb-sec. 9 of sec. 550 of the “ Con- <“• "»°“g the members of the.lamily, 
solicited Municipal Act, 1892," and who together constituted one party 
as such is entitled to pre-emption to the deed:
thereunder, subject to the right of HM, honorer, upon ^evidence, 
the'mortgagor to redeem it alon^i that G. had acquired a good title to
with the mortgage, or to have it soldl^® Statiito^flLitnitotiomK ^R^BcUn

and Leslie, 136.
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Affirmed by the Court of Appeal.

See Municipal Corporations, 2 
—Negligence, 3.
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to the mortgagor subject to the mort-, 
gage, if the mortgagor so prefer. 
Broun v. Buahey et al., 612. ï2. Executors and Administrators 

—Succession Duty—55 Viet. ch. 6 
(0.)—Residue—Pro Ratay Meaning 
of.]—A testator devised and be­
queathed all his real and ]>ersonal 
estate to his executors and trustees 
for the purpose of paying a number 
of pecuniary legacies, some to per­
sonal legatees, and others to charita­
ble associations, and provided that

Public Place, Swearing in.]—See 
Public Morals and Convenience.

See Municipal Corporations, 1, 4.
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See Husband and Wife.r
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