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SHEPAiD V. SHwP&iw-DviffloNÀL COUwR-JUNE 5.

-WiUl-.onstruction-Lino of Divisi«~ of >'arm-In*enti
of Testator.]-Appeal by the defendant, Albert James Shepai
from the judgment o! LÂTOUFORD, J., ante, 1012. The membi
o! the Court (FALOONBRIDOE, C.J.K.B., BRITTrOe and RIDDE

JJ.) were wiable to &grec wîtih the view o! the learned tr
Judge as to the division of the farm, which le had arrived
with soine hesitation, and gave written reasons allowing I

.appeal, thus giving effeet to the appellant's contention, whý
was that the testator's intention was to <livide lus farmini3

two parts equal i ares, and that Joseph should take the nu~

b81!, and Albert James the south hall o! the land i this

owned iby the testator. W. E. Raney, K.C., for the appeilh

Albert James Shepard, A. G. F. Lawrence, for the plainti

S. C. Smoke, K.C., for the defendant, hlelen Shepard. E.
Cattanach, for the infantýs.

EKRSY V. FSDE1U.L LIFs AssuRA2<V CO.-MIDDLETON,
JuNE 7.

Lif e Imura-nce-Homans Plan-AUeged Misrepresenta
-4'ê.ts.1-.ction by a policyholder in the defendant comp
for rescisuion o! thie contract o>n the ground of !raud or
representation. The policy was on what is known as the Hoei
plan, by which the hesesicrease froin year to year du:
its currency. MIDEO, J., said that h. had read very c
lflly all the corspuenead eonsidered the evidence g
lby theo p1aizntiff and had eom to the conclusion that there
no fraud or misrepresentation induing thie contract.

-ieu~n ,mlut lé' Poa sio nA if written and both parties


