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—The widow is put to her gl‘}«l‘;t; dov
tween the provisions of the will in her favour anBur ris) 1
See Hill v, Hill, 1 Dy, & War. 94, Thompson v. -
16 Eq. 592, Amsden v, Kyle, 9 0. R. 439, I{?ybo :
General Trusts Co., 22 0. R. 603 There is 1
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her 4
ifetime, those who were to ta-kﬁe‘;f from
take nothing. The annuity is payable to t

ardwic
“testator’s death, hut only $150 a year. Sei ggg_
Thurston, 4 Rugs, 383, Edwards v, Saloway,
248. There is n

s+ omal
0 intestacy s to the a"‘l.cgfl(;ﬁga
Upon the facts, as foung by the Judge, wl-m elling
°, INOHEY o deponit, theve 'ave vig: reasons . tgres
conclusion that therei s an intestacy as to the 1nt he disp
on, in the face of the testator’s declar&_tlon tha a8
of all his property. There is no lntest‘?%y lance,
COTpus or any part of it. By the word la of his
testator meant the rest op residue of the Wh(%ueaniture
perty. There is no intestacy as to the therein
chattels, after the expiration of the_mteres(ic g
to the widow; thig Property is include .
“ balance.”
urder made q
as to the mate
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fin
eclaring accordingly, unless t?r}elic
rial facts are disputed, 1{111 be 10 ©
an; action or issue must he tried, and there WII ¢ order §
upon this motion as to costs op otherwise. the admin®
costs of all parties out of the estate, those of
tors as between solicitor and client.
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DIVISIONAL COURT.
BELLING v: CITY OF HAMILTON. i
Municipal Corporation—Highway—Non-repaz‘r—uarrwge’ct o

Way—Different Standard of Repair—Finding of It
Judge—Review of.
Boss v. Lit
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Appeal by defendants
of Wentworth in action
CTossing, in g diagonal di
30 feet distant from a ¢
edge of g, hole, about 2 f
asphalt Pavement, and fe
conflicted as to whether
mentf 90 feet away. Th
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ton, 5 Car. & P, per Lord Denham, at P
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from judgment of CouPtziﬁ '
for damages. The Pla‘fa po!
rection, McNab street, &d ot
rossing, when she slippe i
eet square hy 2 inches deef;’videﬂ
1L, sustaining injury. "Ijheth‘e pas
there was another hole in foot 1
¢ hold in question was 19 fe



