
SHEPPARD v. BERRY.

>le under the contracts'since the defendant cea8ed to, pay,,
bable interest.
defendant should have judgment for $2,000 witli costs of
)n, as lie was entitled to refuse to pay until the question of
; for abatement was adjusted or deterxnined.
ic cevent of a reference, it wlll be to the Local Master at
h, and further directions and subsequent costs will be,
until after report.

ýking the ýaccount of the amnount due to, the plaintiffs, ail
paid ini respect of so mucli of the purchase-price as equals
s allowed by way of compensation are to be treated as
ýs on account of principal.

JAx~uAuv 7rn, 192.
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ind Tru8tees-SetIlement-Money' Depsited in Bank in
nes of Agents of Settior-Direction as to Disposition byAgents
tte<mpt al Making Testamzentary Disposition-Execuded
si-Validîty-Duty of Tru-st ees to Dispose of Residue of
di «fter Death of Settior-Action by Person Claiming Estate
ettior under Will-Dismissal-Cosis.

plaintiff, as administratrix (with the will annexed) of the
Catherine Wilson, deceasqed, sued for an account of the

it's dealings witli a sum of $929.,58, drawn on t of Catherine
bank, on lier own.clieque, and deposited to tlie credit of
adant and Margaret Wilson, about a montli before the
Catherine Wilson.

tetion was tried without a jury at Brockville.
Stewart, K.C., for the plaintiff.
Fripp, K.C., for the defendant.

J., in a written judgnient, said that Alexander Wilson,
of Catherine Wilson, died in 1902, leaving a will, whicli

ýr admitted to probate, by whicli he left the residue of his
Cathierine Wilson, to have, use, enjoy, and control during
wliood, directing that whatever part of bis personal estate
,main at the deatli or re-marriage of Catherine Wilson
)to his three daugliters hy a former wNife.

ýmed t be reasonably clear that what nîoney Catherine
id at lier credit ini the bank at the timne of the transaction
)n, on the,3rd April, 1918, liad been derived wholly or ini


