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It was elear that the executors had an estate pur autre vie for

the lifetinie of the widow, foliowed by a remainder in trust to

convey to C.P.A.; C.P.A. liad an equitabie vested remainder in

fee. She çouid, therefore, cati upon lier trustees to, convey as

she should direct: Iewin on Trusts, pp. 580 sqq.
As to the widow's riglits, tliey were that the trustees should

hold tlie land during lier lifetime and pay lier the mncome; titis

being a trust in which she was the oniy cestui que trust, she inight,

give up ail bier interest, and then the trustees miglit con vey -

so long as tliey'did not interfere with the riglits of the remnainder-

men. She agreeing witli the widow, the trustees could andi

should con vey.
No question of publie policy or of speciai direction in the wili

arose, and the property couid be dealt with as thougli under a

settlemetit.
The titie was good; the vendor should have his costs.

MuLLEN Co. v. PuLLLNG-KE.LLY, J.-Nov. 26.

Djscov'ery-Examinatiofl of Officer of Plainiiff Comany-

Re sltAmrueto -mnmn of Pleadingae-Direetion, Io

A nsier Certain Qued~ions--Attendalce for Re-examination--C'oqis.1-

Motion by the defendants for attachment against Norval J. Muillen,
superintendent of the plaintiff comapany, for refusai to answer certain

questions put to hun on his examination for discoyery on the

16th October, 1919, or to compel him, to attend at lus own expense
and answer the questions, and to refresh hîs memory for further

examnination, and Wo produce certain books and documents in his

possession, as reqmired by a notice Wo produce served on his soi-.

icitors. The motion was heard at Sandwich on the 3Oth October.
Sublseqluent, o -Mullen's examination, the defendants launched

a mnotion for eaete amiend the defendant, Puling's defence and

counrterciaini: this latter motion came on at Sandichi(I on tIe

21st October, and leave was given to amnend, and thie trial waa

tIen postponed to the ensumng non-jury sittings at Sandwichl.
KrT,.Ly, J., ini a written judgmnent, said that in the formi in whieil

the p)((leingS appeared at the time of the exainination, and down
Wo the amieinment of the 2Ist Octobe(r, it was doubtful whether
somne of the questions Vo whichï answers were noN0Wï soght lad

such reievaitcy te VIe matters tIen in issue, as made it olbiigatory,
upnMtflen W nse themn. In tIc amiended form, hiowevpr,

tlie scopie of the reecord liad been enlarged, and al tIe question-s
revferred Vo in the notice of miotion, except numers 10, 12, -18, 56.,

Iiiid 121, slid( now lie ànsweýred, to tIhextn of the deponenv('sl"


