
,Y NOTES.

W. Carrick, for the defendants Emilly 'Montaigui
irec others.
orge Bell, X.C., for the other defendants, except
dton Butler, who was not represenited.

euxL, J., in a writteu judgmeut, said, alter setting
tIhat the~ first question was, whether the annuity
widow was payable out of the corpus of thec esto

e waa insufficient for the purpose.
ter reviewing the authorities, and referring espe
ichael v. Gee (1880), 5 App. Cas. 588, the learuE
hast his opinion was that the annuity of $1,500 iu I
idow, during lier lite was, as the wilI said, a first c
hole estate, iuot limited in amiount te the income I
ular part, or from the whole, ot the estate; and th
i- nlavfid insufficient. the cormus ifht be resorted
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