
STURGL'ON v. PORT RURWELL FISH C0.

mrtgagce for $900. The widow survived the testator only
a feu- dla\y, and mnade no disposition of the mortgage.

H., J. Martin, for executors and stepchildren.

C. Evans-Lewis, for next of kmn.

TEETZEL, J. :-l amn of the opinion that the proper cou-
ut ruction of the clause in question is, that the widow had only
a life interest in the mortgage, witli power of control during
ber li1e. . . .

[Percy v. Perey, 24 Ch. D. 616, and Ilancock v. Wat-
io,[19021 A. C. 14, distinguished.]
The widow having failed to, make any disposition, the

r.anaining interest would fali into the testator's undisposed
of este, and go according to the Statute of Distributions,
Rz. S. . 189!7 ch. 335....

(Refre fit Osterhotut v. Osterhout. 3 0. W. IR. 249, 7
ob b. .42 4 0. W. R. 376 8 O. L. IL 685; Scott v. Jose-

]vu. 26 I Ea.14.1
Lt not being- necessary, 1 d10 not decide whether the words

of this will would authorize the widow to absolutely dispose
of the inortgag 'e in question either by deed or will.'

A queStion having been raiscd . . . as to tlic rîglit
of the widow to, share under the Statute of Distributions,
notwithstanding her life interest in the whole inortgage, 1
thinik shv %vas so cntitled, andl therefore lier next or kin wilI
niow take thei rnoiety to whichi shc wvas entitled: iPickering
v. Starnford, 3 Ves. 335; Re TwÎgg's Estate, [1892] 1 (Ch.
579, arid lie Hlarrison, 2 0. L. Rl. 217.

of !il parties out of the estate.

BRroJ. MfARCI! 5T!!, 1906.
CHAMBERS.

STUREONv. PORT BTJTFlL FISIl (O.

Vsnu-Ch ngeof-Fi'jrTra-o ein -Epe& -
Vinesses.

A\ppeal b)y defendants frein order of Master in Chain-
)e ~ dirIssi application of defendants toebcangre place of
trial froin GoÉ,deýrrIeh to Simcoe.

F. Arnoldli, K.C., for defendants.
W. Proudffoot, K.C.. for plaintif!.


