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wife's niiiiriti'Mancf, iind .subieot lo llic; miiinli'iiHiirc i>l lii'«

vniiniier cliilclri-ri. imil siilijcrt also to llif loj^acii's aiiil lirijiirsls

iliiMom hcfori' conifiiiicd :

llilil, ilijit ihr |)hiiiiti:rs l('>,ii(y wuh h cliargc on tlic lurm.

.1 Olios V. Jones, '10.

:l. Qiicvic, wliellier ii provision lor ilie maintcrmiico of tlic

tcsiator's widow, charged on tlio real cstHte, is by iiiiplicatioii

ill liiMi of ilower.

McLennan v. Grant, 05.

'J. A testator devised liis farm to his eldest son in tail, upon

condition, amongst other things, that he sliould support tlie

testator's widow during her life ; that she should be mistress

and have tlie control of tlie dwelling-house on 'lie farm, and

should have the proceeds of one-half tlie cows and sheep kept

on the i)remises; that the farm should bo a home for the testa-

tor's son Jii/tii, so long as it miglit be necessary for iiiiii to re-

main, and fof another son, Duna/il, should htiy misrort ne hap-

pen to iiiin :

JIrf</, that the widow was not entitled to dower in addition

to •li(fprovision made for her by the will.

—

Jit.

,'», Where a will does not dispose of the wiiole personalty,

the executors are trustees for the next of Kin, unless the will

e.xpiessly shews that the testator intended they should take

the residue^beneficially.

Thor[)o V. Shillington, 85.

G. The tt.tatrix devised land to A., his iieirs and assigns

for ever, subject to certain legacies, and declared her will to I i

that, in case A. died without leaving lawful heirs, his widow

should enjoy the property during her widowhood ; and that on

her inanying again the land should be sold, and the proceeds

equally divided among such ol the sous and daugl .ers of the

testatrix or their heirs as were living :

JAhl, that A. took an estate tail, and by means of a disentail-

ing devd could give a good title to a purchaser of the fee.

Dale V. McGuinn, 101.

7. A testator directed his real estate to be sold, and the

proceeds lo be divided among his children ; but the share of

one of them (James) he directed to be placed at interest for his

benefit, and the interest to be paid by the executors to James

every six months, and the testator directed that at the death of

Jtimes his share should be equally divided between A. and *S'.,

two of the testator's other children :

//«/(/, that, the gift to A. and S. was vested and not contin-

gent, and that .4. having assigned his interest, and died before

James, the interest of A. went to his assignee.

Martin v. Leys, 114.


