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4.I a~i gre.gard io tbh~<eiî pr\ '-ol Nlïel the, teS-
tat'or traefor bis, daughter àided full answer te the
fourthi quc,>iioni Iiado beittr be deferred unt11il altcr the widow
hia' ntadýe 111er ;Metinad àft(r la' 01u -utors~ have sold, if
they intend to ueli, tilic real e.state.ý

Il the vagie M ild1re11 i- m;iaîntaned by the wvidow. th(e

widOw iilil e n- t ed in t ere(-t u po ti t be $ 1 ,0 0 O fo ir 'S twl
îninîanie; but 1te gui tbat, tbe widow's I en for the an-

nuity should not be enforeeod in snoch a wa.v as to interfere
with its invegtiment.

'1o7 doubt 1bc pate~ to ineom&--o;l eau aroue. loben it
is known what thatf wil lio,. If neffli the r eam agaîn
applY for1 a fîîr1î ber dire-tio a îd aîo.wer lo 111 Ite(hiso--it.

(5~of :i1 pati ) u f lthe estate. <)(W~i, gA rin

lION. SIR G. F CO RIG...KBIN ('lIRS.

Nevt~Mîwa IIn, 1913.
MRt. IIiMPsFSENIoB1 liDUIRMU. f(CTOIIE 30rTt, 1913.

STEWAÀRT v. BATTEIIY LIGIIT CO0.

5 (). %V S 195.

Rîid~nc< Fordpt 'ommjed<n Action to S xc,..icl ('ontract a&Indurd y Irau I)iwr ho as(o <JtaIItUg a <Commssio-

IIOLMEsTEO .(.. licd. tlint tin F~oxîs foN w"s~e ther, was adiserftio))n thfe C'otrt to ro-fu- m fureigi rn - i ssionl nud tliat tiponievr'ma s of t]i'iis anaol 1t-n~,iid hor refuméd,
lUrc»r tli.e scor-0 of cn eia

FÂLcONaRIDe . JK.. dismljj'-oI appea, ots to defendants
in anY event (if thecse

Appeai li'v tlie plaintiffs front th(. follow-ing order of MEt.
ITToimi:sTE», Seýnjior Ieitar it for thlic Master-in-

chambers.
The action wvas toý set tvde certaiin suliseriptions for stok

in the' deenat oîpnv d to) rerover pavonts mnade in
respet herofon ilie groun11d that sulei n1)lseýriptio-ns and

paydnt Wee poctredlivthje fraudj anmI îsirepresetîta-
tien offic1efendlaffi M-Pson and Slai
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