
GEO. S. UO0LMESTED, K.C. z-I think the plaintiffs should
deliver particulars to the defendants of the eontract iii the
third paragrapli mentioned, stating wlîethler or not it is in
writing and the ternis thereof. 1 tliink the plaintiffs sIîould
al-o deliver pairtieulars as demiaîîdui 1by pars. 2, 3, and 4 of
the demand, aîîd 1 so order. Cost.s ofý application in the
eause to defendants.

IION. MR. JUSTICE KELLY. 8,'E1 TEMBLR 27TIî, 19l3.
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v(',nd,,r qdIu~h, >j'în a it-- otuqu fTi
Quît C lairni-Vendor Imatructd to I'ruçuira -'rms of Agrecment

I/alto Permît J'nrchaser to fflthdraw.

Ký:i.j,, J., r4ef d ta> give effect to the Purehaser's objections to
the title of the vendor of eeriain property, but ordered a quit clamau
tuh p~ rourpi ta) eu~r op a poqsible eloud on the titie.

Applieation under the Vendors and l'nrohascrs .Xet.

A. Cohien, for the purehiaser.

HON. MR. JUSTICE KýELLY: Tlie main objection to the
titie made by the ruirehaver is that ariising frot the eon-
veyance mnade on Aprîl i 3th, 18$87, hy v orge Trolley as
trustee under flhe last will andi testanit of lizabeth Trol-
ley, deceased, to Martha Ann Gray' . lIizabeth Trolley by
her will dated Juîîe tt, 1881, and wheîwas registered in
the Regisfry Office on June 7th, 1882, appointed ber lous-
band George Trolley, tlie sole executor tîjereof, wiîh full
power to seli or dispose of any or ail of ber real estate,
should he tbink it to the interest of lier ebildren to dIo su;
sbe hnving carlier in the will devised ber real estate to bc
equally divided among ber childrcn when the youngcst
becaine of age. Probate of the will not baving been issued,
bbc purchaser makes objection bu the vendor's titie whicb
is derivedl tlîrough the above înentioncd deed. From a care-
f ni considleration of the whole maîtter as submitted, I do
not think the tible on that ground isz olajiectionable.

In a further objection bbe pumrbaser- asks that a quit
laim. deed bie obtained front the ('onfe-deration Lif e Asso-
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