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$2,5WJ dlamages. Confosr v. Township of served by a grantor to be used by him
Birant (1913), 25 0. W. R. 479; 5 O. as the owner of certain lands could flot
W. N. 438. be granted by him to an owner of other

adjoining lands.-Purdon v. Robinson,
IUghwa.y - rigiotat road allowance 30 9. C. R. 64, followed. Epstein vi.

-1Jmplo8,tbility of a8cortaiment - By- Lyon8 (1913), 25 0. W. R. 807; 5 0.
laiw dcfining andl accepting hiçjhway-12 W. N. 875.
Vict. C. 81, %~ 31-18 . J/icI. c. 156-
sub3 cqulent dlecaratnry by-tlou-P.<ilway
-T'rc8pauq - lnjunction - Co8te.] -J
Kelly, J., held, that plaintiffs, a muni- WTLLS.
cipal corporation, were entitled to re-
;traiu the obs3truction of a 50-foot strip CONSTRUTIcrON OF.
o! land acceptedl as a public highway by

b1a of the corporation, but not a fur- B3equest *sa favour of possible
ther 16; feet which had flot become a future temperance hotel - Chacri-
puiblic Il ghway as aforeaid. Township table bcquet-Coiditions-Approval of
of Ni<igara v. Fisher <1913), 25 0. W. biehop -- Uncertamnty of fuifilment -
Rl. 821; 5 O. W. N. 881. Vàguenesa - Invalidity.j - Latchford,

.J., helcl, that a bequest ta trustees to
Rlzjiwa.y-Tollat Rood Exepropriation pay the incarne to any future hotel to

Atct, 1 Edu,. VIL c. 33-Amendment 2 be established in Guelph, where no in-
kEdlc J/Il. o. 35-Lrpropriation of road toxicating liquor should be sold, sub-
- Aweard o! arbitratora - Rond not jeet to the approval of a certain bishop,
*akcn or paid for in vear--A tion for was too uncertain to be valid, as no
coula of arliitr-atiopl-P't.ea Io arbitra- such hotel might ever be established and
tion--Liabilityi of county-,Ltabilitt, o! in any case sncb approval mlght'neyer
totiihi p-T'oli Road Adt, 2 o. V. be given.-Re Swain [1905] 1 Ch. M6,

e« 5ý0, acu. 76, 80-ApplÎcaton o!fRe- and Re Jarman, 8 Ch. D. 584, referred
troactit!ity - (Jonatriuction of atatutea.] to.-That a trust for the promotion of
-Lernnox, J., hvld, that under the former temperance or abstinence from lîquor
ToUsq Rondl Expropriation Act 1 Edw. might be considered charitable.-Fare-
VII. r. M3, as arlendled b y 2 ikdw. VII. well v. Farewell, 22 0. R. 573, referred
c. 35, whlere a toil road fa expropria ted to. Re Doylie Butate (1913), 25 O. W.
the county la a necemsary party Io the R. 837; 5 0. W. N. 911.
arbitrattionei proceedîngs and 4 Ihable ta
the t>itner. of the rond forý the colats Eequest of faterest on apaele
thereof in case the rond la not taken uum for Uives of three legatees-
and paid for within one year.-United Interest alter death of two fauÎing Enta
Cwunticx of Northumb.flerian and Dur- resjdue-Perîod of distribution col estate
hemt %. Toton.iihip of Hamilton and Hiai- - Construction by Britton, J.] - Re
dimand, 10 0. L. R. 680ý, approve1. Campbell (1913), 25 0. W. R. 110; Z
lrock? ille cf Preuoo(tt Road Co. v. Cou*s- 0. W. N. 154.

lie# of Leedt i <Irenvqlle (1913), 25 0.
W. R. 371 ; 5 0. W. N. 362. Cod.iil.--Gîft of incarne ta wÎi.ow-

Rich ofway- PeRcrptie rght Remainder to othera-Truat for sale -

Eigh ofway Prucritiia riht ubuaqua.nt permiuuion ta enoroeclê on
proven - Definite terini - No devte- capital for mcsietmaae-Eutate taken
lion froim - 1oepropriation hq, railitcali hy wldaw not tee aimpie - No repup-

comani-amge.IHrttnJ.. held ne-eio, J., heM, that where a
thait the plaIntiff had estahllshed a right -v111 and certain codicils had glven the
of way by useqr over certain lands take'i testator's widow the încarne of certain
by a rmllway for the. puirposeaR of their nroporty during her widowhood "wlth
linoe and that consequently plaintIffs were remainder to nanied persoa, that a sub-
eratlld to damnazes for theîr deprivatian equant codcl reciting that wbereas the
of sinch rlght art way. Mathergill et al. widow bas been up ta that tîrne re-
v. Toronto Raatorn Rit. Co. (1913>, 25 .4tricted to the use of the income ailons,
0. W. R. .553; 5 O. W, N. 6M35. but thereafter she shall have "the rlght

ln addition thereto ta use the principal
Right of wa.y - Reaurvation of - 'r so much thereof as she inay require

Specifir puirpoq,--No rigiht fa prant for qe(cording ta, ber own Judgrnent, for ber
eatrancouaà ptirpoar-Âetion of trempa.ia -'tpport and maintenance," dld flot con-
-Aacarfoianmeat of boundary iiie--Evî- fer upon the widow an estate In tee
dence-Anciont auirvapa - D)eucrlptîotna simple but only gave ber A power ot en-

la eaa-Paauain---lorgeg--Fore- croachment on the eapltal.-Re Davoy,
cioureDamgea] -Kely, J., held, 17 O. W. R. 1034, followed.-Re Jones,

that the benefit o!, a rlght of way ru- Richarda v. Joncs [18981 1 Ch. 438, dis-


