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E. 1 of lot No. 12 ini the lst concssion of the townsh-lip of
Nottawasaga, and also that part of lot N-,o. 4 in1 the, -,flj
concession of thle said township of Sunnidale Dîow oxined by
mie, be sold as soon after nïy decease as iny exeeu tors inay
deterine an(l the procc&ls divided in equiat slîares, bcw c
five daug-hters nained.

There are sons who elaini that the testator died inteý,tate
as to one lot lie owned, viz., tile north-west j of lot 1 il, the
-ih concession of Sunniiidale. 'l'le description in flic wil
gives the north-east 1 of this lot, whieli the testator did not
own ; his ownership at tlic date of the will, 25th April, 19<32,
and at his death, 24th September, 1902, was of the north-
west quarter of that lot. If east in the xviii is read as if
-wýest," or if -east " is lef t out as to this parcel, the testa-

tor'sz description ivili then fit his exact owniershlipl, and ail his
land., will pass by his will as the intention is therein ex-
press4ed.

The parentîtetical claus~e in tlic devise -now ow-ned by
ie "- refers priinariiy and inefiateiy, 11o doubt, to flic

part lot just before spoken of, but it mmay 'vithout violence be
al.so uised, 1 thïik, as applicable to tlb other devises of ot
earliur mentioned in thc saine sentence. But, apartfon
tiise words, the general introdulctory word. cerc to, -ill
niy real and personal estate of whieh 1 die p~ssc, ol
suffice to iet in evidence whereby the erroneous coursegie
by fie wiil would i)e rectifie1 ormiade applicall to tiliatua
Iocality of his property.

The case falis wiflin tlic mIle laid down in 1ik v.
il ickeyv, 20 O. R1. 371, xvhich, being folloxved bwFlonrde
ciJ., in Doyle v. -Nagle, w-as approved by thc C'ourt qf* .\ppeal
in tha.t, case: 24 A. B. 108.

1 thiink that the will operates on the iandsý omwd bv thie
testator and that the north-west quarter of lot 1 lit the 411i
Concession Sunnidale passed by the devise to the five dauigaj-
ters along with luis other lands.

I proceed llp0f Canadian cases, but in England there is
a strong case decided in 1886 of Re Bright Srithl, '31 Ch,.
1). 314, where the word "frehold"' was reete ii j \%Ili
ii: falsa demonstratio. The Court (Ciîitty, J.) proceoededi
upon the principle entinciated by Lord Selborne in liard-
wicýkc v. Hardtvicke, L. IL 16 Eq. 1"i5, that if tler words of
lesc.rip)tioni when exaînined dIo Dlot fit with accuraey,., and if
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