
ler marryingy again, in case of no heirs, the property is fo
revert to xny brethers and sisters equal1y."

W. M. Douglas, K.C., for flhc widow.
F. W. Harcourt, for the infant.
G. E. Bray, Listowel, for the executor.
G. F. Macdonneli, for brothers and sisters of the testato r.

STREET, J .- There is no autherity for construing the
word " heirs' lu tn he deovisie as '4ehidren," without a mach
stronger context, thani is feund hure; "heirs" must receive
its thic i) «os truic tion, and flhe word " or " must be read
4'and,"* with tlle resuit that the widow takes an estate in
fee sim le;te roionas te lier mîarrying again nîust lie
treated as mierely iin ter-rorein, and the devise oe r tO the

brtesand sitesbiig a remnainder after a fee simple,
anid net ant executo)ry \v-e faits. 'l'lie annuity to the
miothier is poet chre p the real ostate. but is to ho paid
ouit of the personalty.

Order aeorinligly\. 'l'le widow t,) p)ay lier own costs and
those of the îinfant andl of the brother- s anîd sisters or tlie tes-
tator. TFhe exveutor to have bi sts between >o1i(eitor andi
client out of the pe~nlestate.

('Alr~ suivr, Msmn.J UNi' I7TII, 1903.

CHAMBERS.

LAWENC v.SMITHI.

Cot -?fti~ uil f Iuto f-r Itier dgvi: C,,îzî iiu o

Motion for sumimar-Y judgmient underj Ultile r>03,
IL M. M Owat, K.C., for plainiff.
W. D. NIePIherson, for defendant.

THE MA\STVER-At tlearguitent 1 lield that flic miotionl
eou)1ld niot scediii Oit. prsetosition of tlie authorities.
litt I rceve lic, question (f eot otil 1 eould examine
the imaterial. llvig onc so, 1 thiiîîk the eosts should be
te dMedati any. evenit. Sec Wairncr v. Bow'lby, 9 Tintes
L ?. 1:ý.

The crs-xmnteson this mnotion cati stand as the
exaininations for diseevery.. Tliey seenm to ever the wliole
grondi on beth sides.'


