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COMMENTS ON rUREIVT IiNGIlSII 1JECISIvS.

TRurrE &cT, 1850 (13 &14 Vie., V. 60), gs. 3, 5-A'POMWMEIN OF IWMW T 2?m 11 0,.,:o~
LUNATWC TILUSTES AND~ PBIÇ OUT OP JUIDYXO 0et< OItDIR

hIP '- Batls, 39 Chyl D)., t89, was an application under the Truste-o .$I ~ Ac, *~oforthe aponnn fnw trustees. The trust property
consisted of nioney lent upon a rrortgage of frecholds vegted in the two.
surviving trustees, and a suru of consuls standing in their naines. One of the
trustees was a lunatic, and the other wvas resident out of the jurisdliction ; and
under a pover in the settlement two persouns %vere Rppointed new trustees in their
places. Upon a petition by these two new trustees and y ail the benceiciaries
praying for anl order reappointig the niew trustees as truistecs of the settlement,
ard vcsting the trust propcrty in thein, the Court of Appeal (Cotton and Fry,
L.JJ.) refuised to reappoint the new trustees, but under sec. 3 of the Trustee
Act, i 85o, vesteci the lands subjec .ta the tnortgage in the niew trustees, lind
under sec. 5 of the saine Act vested the ilortgage debt, and the right ta call for a
transfer of the consols, in the trustec of sound minc re.sident out of the jurisdiction,
and, it appearing that he Nvas out of the jurisdiction, vested the mortgage debt
and the right to call for a transfer i the nexw trustees, wvhich senns rather af crcuitous process of arriving at the desired etid.

STRKIN OT SATEIET O VLÀIM-FaIVOLOtIk A11) OPPR5s14, .ATION-STATIMTE OF LIMITATIOS

È3 4 w. 4, 2. 7) s 26 (R. S. 0., r.* in, s 31).

La-wrence v. Alôrrejys, 39 ChY. D., 2 j3, is a case which arises out or the cele.
h.brated mare's nest so well known on this continent as the "lawretnce-Townley

Estate," in which ur.told millions are supposed to bc awvaiting cager and ex-
pectant hcirs. This effort ta rcco%-er the estates lias proved abortive, having
been as it %veý nippeci i 'ic bud by a ciruel and relent:ecsq Court of Appeal.
The plaintiff sued ta recover the estates in cjuestion as heir-at-law of Jonathan
Lawrence the youinger, who %vas alleged ta have dicd seized, in 181m6. The plainitiff
alleged that on Jonathan Lawrence's death, John Towilley wrongfully toutk pas.
session; that the solicitors of the deceased Jonathian, whose niaies wvere not

Zgiven, Lanew of the address of the heir-at-law, wvho resided ini Ainerica, and were
about ta comimunicate with him, but that John TownIey dissuaded theni froral so
doîng, andi procureti theim to deliver to himn the deeds and cvdne of

f -Jonathan'.- titie. which he destroyed, and that by rea.4on of the prernises the per-
sons claiming uadcr)jonathan remained ignorant unti! 1$864 a ha h fru
could not with reasonable diligence have been sooner discovered,

The plaintiff hati Îreviotisly commenced an action in the Quoocn's Bench
Division ta recover the saine estate, in which hoe merely alleged his tile, as heir-at-
law, but miade no alel tions of fraud to take the case out of the Statute of
Limitations. The defendants had applied ta strike out the statement of claimi,
as showing nu cause of action. The plainti ifs thon applied ta, amend by "Ieffing
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