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£a2,ooo raisable on Willams' death the .right of the trustees was
barred by the Statute, and that the two sûrns of £C2,Ooo Were
sftparate and distinct, and the fact that the trustees had the right
to raise one ôlf thèmn did not carry with it any right to raise the other
as to which their right was barred by the ztatute. With regard to
the second point, North, J. held that where a general pow ýr of
appointment is executed by virtue of a general bequest, under the
Wifls Act, s. 27, (R.S.O. ci 128,5s. 29), the effect of sych an execu-
tion of' the power is to place the property ;ubject to the power, in
precisely the sanie position as the testator's personal estate, and
equally liable therewvith for the payment of bis debts and legacies.
Sec R.S.O. c. 163, s. S.
L£ASENOLD-TE.ýANT F~OR LiPle-.PERRMISSIVF WASTF.

Ire J>arry anzd Hotkin (1900>) I Ch. i 6o, a testator bcqueatlhed
to bis wife fo( her life certain leaseholds. The leases under whicli
the testator held contained covenants on bis part to repair. The
testator's widow entered and enjoyed the premises tii! hier death,
but ormitted to observe the covenants to repair, and the present
proceedings wvere brought by the person entitled in remnainder to
compel her estate to pay for the alleged dilapidations to the
1property suffered during hier life, and the dlaim having beeii referred
to arbitration, a case was stated b>' the arbitrator. North, J. f'ollowv-
ing Re C2art'rzvt-l (1889) 41 Ch. D. 532, held that the estate of the
tenant for life was not liable: see Patterson v. The entral Canadia
1. & S. Co., 29 O.R. 134, where a similar conclusion wvas reached
by a Divisional Court.
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SUM TO PURCHA.SP OF AN4UITY - -MAItIED WOY.AN--RrSTRAINT 1ON ANTICIPA-
T!ioM-DrIATrH op AH'NL'ITANT--REpêtESECNTATfl 88, RIG01T Ob., TO UNEXPINrEf
SUMN APPftOPRIAiTED TO PURCHASE OP ANNUITY.M

In. re Ross, As/doan v. Rosi (igoo) i Ch. 162, the suit was for
administration of a testator's estate, which proved to be insolvent,
MId the dividend on the capital value of an annuity bequeathed by
!lie testator to a married woman for life, without power to anticipate -e

the growing payments thereof, was ordered ta lbe laid out in the
Ipurchase of an annuity for lier. Before the purchase was made
il-le annuitant died and the annuitant's personal representative k
claimed te be entitled to the money, Those interested in the
tcstator'a estate claimed, on the othe.; hand, that the money should
go back to the testator's estate. North, J. decided in favour of the


