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REPORTS AND NOTES 0F CASES.

P Irov'ince of Ontario.

COURT 0F APPEAL.

From Divisional Court.] 1{oRýNE, V. PARSONS. [Sept. 19.

M11/- General git- Conlexi confirming, i/lta real estaie-Dented zcords-
Right ta /nok ai.

By one of the clauses of bis will a testator gave to his nepbew bis mi)],
tannery bouses, lands and ail his real estate, effects and property wbatso-
ever and of wbat nature and lcind soever at a named place, chargeable
with certain legacies.

Heli, tbat tbe clause wben taken by itse]f would include pers,)nal as
well as real property, yet wben read witb otber clauses of tbe will, a.-d the
whole context taken into consideration, the gif~t was l'mited to the real
estite.

The ju0gmnent of the Divisional Court reversing tbe judgment of the
Miaster in Ordinar", affirmed.

Quce.e .,-hether in constructing a will deleted words can be looked at.
D. 0. G4zmerpon and T .j Blain for appellants. S Il. B!ake, K. C.,

D. Il' Siunders and IV T. _/ Lee, for respondents.

Froni J)ivisional Court. [ Sept. 19,

ARMISTRONG V'. CANADA ATLANTIC RAV Co.

.4fasier and? serî,ant l 'rkmen's G'pnai Aci-Aatice of mnjury-
A4bsmnce of -Rez.onable ex,-use-,Ifanin-g of- Cause of injùty-- Ma1fer
ofI coiecure-ANcg/icnce.

Whethcr notice of injury required by s. 9 of tbe Workmen's Com-.
pensation1 for Injury Act, 1897, c. 160, is for the employer' protection
against stale or imaginary claims, and to entitie bim, wbile tbe facts are
recent, to )nalce enquiry, the injured worknian, bowcver, is tbe primary
ol>jcî of the legislative consideration -,and therefore under such section
and ss. 13, 14 notice niay be dispensed witb wbere tbere is reasonable
ectcbs for the want thereof, the employer not heing prcjudiced thereby.


