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o L T d ereclion
Lessor and  Lessee— Water lots— Filling in—* Buildings an
“ Improvements.”

: inwith
The lessorof awater lot,who had made crib-work thereon and ﬁl(‘)e‘il}:y avail-
earth to the level of adjoining dry lands, and thereby n?ade the pr eisation for
able for the construction of sheds and warehouses, claimed con;Pr «puildings
the works done under a proviso in the lease by the lessor to pay 10
and erections ” upon the leased premises at the end of the term.

16)
Held, affirming the Judgment of the Court below (22 Om»dAi)e‘:sl{dyt‘nd
that the crib-work and earth filling became part of the groun is0.
were not “buildings and erections” within the meaning of the prov
Appeal dismissed with costs.
Laidlaw, Q.C., for appellant.
Robinson, Q.C., and McDonald, Q.C., for respondent.
ay 16
Ontario.] [y

ROBERTSON 2., JUNKIN.

atet—

Wz'll——Legacy~Be9uest of partnership business—Acceptance by leg

Right of legatee to an account. hirty year®

J. and his brother carried on business in partnership for overt t: “1 will
and the brother having died, his will contained the following bequf"sJ & Co.iB
and bequeath unto my brother J. all my interest in the business 0 d\;anced by
the said City of St. Catharines, together with all sums of money 2 ver, an I
me to the said business at any time, for his own use absolutely f(.)r?e d,elay as
advise my said brother to wind up the sajd business with as litt
possible.”

Held, affirmin

ing
aCCeptln
g the decision of the Court of Appeal, that J., on
the legacy,

. ssets
. in the a5°%
could not be called on to contribute to any deficiency nts taken I®
to pay creditors, and did not lose his right to have the accou .

ienCy:
order to make the estate of the testator pay its share of such defic
Appeal dismissed with costs,

Aylesworth, Q.C,, for appellant.
McCarthy, Q.C,, for respondent.



