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appears toci large, it is true, but, as 1
think, not so large as to be uneonscionable,
or to shock one's ideas of riglit and wrong.
It is flot a case in wvhiclî any legal
measure of damages .is afforded, by which
the Court can say tlaat the jury was

HENDERSON v. lienderson.-Limitation
of actions-R. S. 0. c. 111, s. .5, s.s-. 1i
ss. 13, 14ý, 15 - Purehase of farm-
Possession by son of purcbaser-Payinent
of tnortgage - Contribution by son-
"Profits of the land »-"Rent." In

Mardi, 1881, the testator purchased a
farm and had it conveyed to lîinself. In
April, 1881, onie of bis sons, with the
testator's assent, given after a conference
Nwith bis other sons, wvent into possession
of the farrn, upoa an understanding that
lie should contribute such sum am could
be spared off the farm, -ifter its yielding
a living for lîim, towards payment of the
mortgage thereon, until tie inortgage
should be paid, wvhen hie wvas Vo have the
farm. Hie continueci iii actual possession
and occupation froni April, 1881, tili bis
death in November, 1892. Hie con-
tributed in all $1,900 towards payxnent
of the -ijortgage, and with bis contribu-
tions and payments; made 1iv lis father,
the inortgage wvas paid off, after 'vhichi he
asked bis fatier for a con veyance. Rlis
father decliined, but said hie would leave
him the fanm by -will. Hie died before
bis father, ieaving ail bis property by will
to bis Nvife and child. After bis deati
bis fatiier made a wvilI leaving the farm
Vo tie plaintifis, and died in Z 1894, the
son's -widow continuing in possession. In
an action of ejectunent brought against
lier by the plaintiffs: HeId, Meredith,
J., dissenting, that on the purchase -by
and conveyance Vo, Vie fatther of the farn,
the law put bum into possession of it,
tiere being no other person in possession
in f-act; that 'vhen tbe son Nvent into
possession, the fâther's possession ceased,
and lie wvas flot thereafter in receipt of
the "Profits of the land," within the
meaning of s. 5, s.-s. 1, of the Real
Property Limitation Act, R. S. 0. c. 1 Il;
tint, tie son wvas noV a tenant froin year
ao year nor a lessee, and tbe money lie

contributed wvas noV "v'eut," withii Vie.
xneaning of s. 14; nor wvas such nxoney
Ilrent " or Ilprofits of the land," within
te menning of s. 5, s.-s 1, or in any way;.

and tbere being no acknowiedgmenit by
the son in writing 'vîthin the meaning of
s. 13, for anything else which. could stop,
the running, of the statute, te titie of'
the father wvas exvinguished, under s. 15

of the Act, at ieast six inonths before.
the deatli of tie son.

STEPIIENS V. Beatty. -- Will - Cou-
struction -"lW ho may then L>e the.
hieirs-at-law"» - Deed - Delivery -
Operation - Trusts and trustees-
Limitation of actions - Trustees Act,
1891, s. 13, s.-s. 1 (a), (b)-Comnienice-
ment of statute- Balance in trustee's.
lbands - Letter - Acknowiedgeinent -

%Estoppel. The father of the plaintiff's.
deceased husband, by bis will, ieft ail bis
property Vo trustees, of whoî te-
defendant wvas the survivor, in trust to.
convey and transfer it, after tbe deatli
of bis wvife, uîto, ail is surviving cidrenl,
simare and sbare alike, and their heirs
forever; and by, a codicil, dirccted that.
the sba re of tite plaintiff's hiusband shouki.
not be paid over or cýnveyed Vo him,.
but kept invested by tihe trustees, and
te iincoipie paid tu hinui during bis lîfe-

for bis sole benefit, and after bis deati
that sucit sinre sbouid be paid over or
conYeyed Vo tbose Ilwhio may thon be the-
heirs at lav of nmy said son," share and
share alike. The property in the hands%
of the defendant,, as. surviving, trustee, at
the time of the death of Vhis son 'vas all
reai estate. field, per' MacXiahon, J.,
the Judge at the triai, that tite wvords
above quoted signified those wvbo wouid
take reai estate as upon ain intestacy.
Coatsworthi v. Carson, 24 O. R.. 185,,
foliowved. The testator died in Juiy,
1875, and bis widow befoi'e the lst
August, 1876 ; the plaintiff's marriage to.
the son took place in July, 1885; and,
the son died ini September, 1886, leaving-
no issue. By an ante-nuptial contriact
the son zissigned and conveyed Vo VIe
plaintiff ail bis interest in the estate of
bis father. By deed dlated lst August,.
1885, the ciidren of the testator mnade a-
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