
dividedi equallyl amongst the children in the ramne wav andsubjeert to 'lie Mane trusts and declari1ons as the personialestate. Th'le peýriod of vesting is the sai1ne, i.e., on the deathof tile widow. See McDonell v. MeDtoneli, 24 0. Il.48Kirby v, Bangz, 27 A. R. G1. There beîng anl oxrsdirection to thle trustees to ivide the trust inoinvYs arisingout of the sale and conversion of the personal prt>pertv iadreal estate amnong the chîidrena in equal shares on) the thof the w-idow, and that direction not having bncarried
out, it is thie dluty of thc Court Wo direct the distiribuitionto be nade, now. Ali the teý8stor's estate lias been geti inand convertud, except a balance due on the elaim againstthe Cooper & Smith partnership estate, which balanlce ispartly sveured by a mortgage on a house and land in thie
city of Toronto.

Order aecordingly. Costs out of estate.

ROBERTrSON, J. JuNE 28TU, 1902.
TRIAL.

GIIEISMAN v. FINE.
Titis to Land-Revistered Tîtfr-Appuiitii-e,,,

Action to recover possession of about 1'45 square feetof ]an(], part of the premises known as street No. 80 an, thewest side of Chcs-ýtnut street, in the city of Toronto. Thedefendant pleaded the Statute o! Limitations, but did notoffer any evidJence under it, and the question was one o
paper title only.

'Ni. F. Paterson, K.C., for plaintiff.
R. G. Smýnythi, for defendant.
P.013RTSON, J., held that the titie is clearly in the plainýtiff exeept as to the riglits acquired by defendant te coni-tinue as an «ap)purtenant" te, hie premises the occupaiitionof the snmall piece on which his kitchen is crectedl. Judg-mient accordingly for thc plaintiff with eosts.

MACMAHioN, J. JUNE 26T11, 1902.

JOYCE v. JOYCE.
PriUin-sa?4e-Yerbal Âgromnt to e &jIngr. nLad.nto>f Praud,4Part fo ono~o.i rUaf» or

Action for partWton or sale of certain land.


