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and subsequefltly and before the date appointed for the adjournied

hearing separated from him, and at the adjourned hearing

obtamined an order for separation and allowance for maintenance.
The Divisional Court (Jeune, P., and Barnes, J.) reversed the order,
holding that there had been a condonation which had put an end
ta the cause of complaint.

WILL-~C0NSTRUCTI0N-INVEtSTMdENTSSCURITIES-SHARtE5 IN COMI'ANJES.

in re Rayner, Raytter v. Rayyner (i 04) i Ch. 176, a testator by
his wîl1 dcclared that " ail moneys Hiable to be invested under this
iny wlll may be invested in such securities as my trustees, in their

absolute discretion, shall think fit: and I authorize my trustees to
continue or have any moneys invested at rny death in or upon the
saine securities." The question submitted ta Farwell, J., was, what
was the proper mneaning of " securities," did it include shares in
incorporated companies ? He determined that the word " securi-
tics " had a %vell defined primary meaning of " money' secured on

pirolprty," and, although lie admitted it also had a secondary
meaning, yet lie held that the wvord must be construed according
to its primarv rneaning, and, therefore, it did flot include shares
and stock in conmpanies, and lie rejected, as inadmissable evidence,
that the greater part of the testator's estate wvas, at the time of his
dcath, invested in shares and other property flot corning within the
prnmiary îneaniflg of ".securities." The Court of Appeal (Williams,
Roincr and Stirling, L.jj. . however, reversed his decîsion, holding
that thte whiole clause shewed that the testator used the word
ý. ectiritics "in the sense of " investrnents," and that in that sense

it incliidcd shares and stocks in companies.

MORTGAGE -- TtcKING; - CONSOLIDA~TbON - Two MORTGAGES -- COTN ANT IXV

lENANT FOR L.IFF OF EQUITV 0F REDEMPTION TO PAV ON17 OF TWO

MOS GAOFs RSERV'.TOF RIGHTS AS SURETS'.

',Nickla(s V. Rid/e'y (1904) 1 Ch. 192, iS a cRse in wlîich b.sthi the
doctrine of tackingÏ and of consolidation are involved. So far- as
tackin'g is concernied that riglît is abolishiec iii Ontario and otlier
Provinces %vhere registration of deeds prevails. NIr. Fisher lias
exlaIzitn(l the différence between tacking and consolidation anîd
shewn tlîat thicy are distinct riglhts, and >'ct as this case shews
tacking, somnetimes involves consolidation, thoughi consolidation
docs îlot nccessarily involve thc doctrine of tacking. Shortly
stated, the facts %verc as follows : 13y deed of 2 Julv, 182 1, Richard
Ridley niortgaged certain copylhold lands to one String-er to secure


