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the widuîv Was to, live and be maintained in part of the house
on the fartu. This was not made kuown to the beueficiarÎes,
but it does not appear to be material, assuming what; 1 have
found to be proved, perfect good faith in the whole arrangJe-
ment. That was a rnatter- between mother and daug!îter
which did not concern the beneficiaries in approving of the
sale to IMrs. Falinger. Satisfactory explanation was c-"Ven
at the trial as to why thec title was not left in M.Nrs. Falianger.

H-er husband, who with lier Iived in the States, appieaàre
on the scene, and was dsaifidwith te run-down eoîtdi-

tion of the property, and would niot engage himself to the
arrangement as to tce widow's maintenance iii the place.

Thé diÎfficultyv was then solved by the wid.ow buying the
place' froîn thie grantee Mrs. Falinger, repayig the $800 part
coniside'rationi, relinquish'ing the righit to ho kept on the ]anid,
and ec(t owner of it hierself. llad tils been a coin-
plaint -(me so after the transaction th eurnbrances
inlight h1ave pro o 511e suspicion a1114 have justilkedson
InlethodI of investigationi, but 'after a lapse of four years, ani
after thie sale of thie property for l1000 by Mrs. Ray-
croft, >1sspic-io is trattsýferre'd to the uIotives; o! this litigli-
tioni, as, ben an ateptt ecure soiune shlare of the wind(-

fall or GodIsendi arisinig fn) roui is swdden risc ini value.
Exetinlcircums111tauces in lte last yeair have led to

Ilis p1ricu heinIg for. railway purposs adit iat ýto refice-
tioni on flic sale of 18,as b ig t ail uIdervalie.

Th'lerg. was; iio >-uhemei on the part of tlhe fi, (to eic
heùrseif at l ý the exee fUt sidniary le Ltsbt anl

hon1est attcmpt o mak the best of te ;j$aio at> eu

istedi at tue dleathi of lier lttlibantd, and thie wý-iiding up of
the idatfs tîtat if lie did iot gd Ut comtfortable honme
lieitîeîtedfoi. ber onit of the unav\ailale $1 ,800, she mighit

at leastÉ Jiai a ome- oni tlie placeý ani work it as best sIte

Could. Sitelias sei oney oit repairs and clearances and
otller iapoem n d 1m cati find no equity and no reason

Imow to distzurb lier or to relieve the plaintiffs.
Tlie onus is on tlic plainiffs to get rid of tlic dced they

sigiwd oaî~ iio suflicient grounds have been shewn. Ail inl-

4erestIiig case on titis state o! facts i Bc PO$tlethwmte, 59
L. T. N. S. 59, which wus reversed in 60 L. T. N. S. 517,

by flue Lordls Justices. So aliso is Wiliams V. Scott, [19001
A. C. 499, but distinguishiable f rom this, on the facts.

The action should ho dismissed with coets 'with a declara-

tîor1 that the xnoney reaiised :froui the late sale and now
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