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374 Caweda LawJura

1it cufn.klo andti tAt the 1woe hr&rc * iaV
tiokggýlxîw1 d;at( thatth renta aint royalties receivei under
.Sno1" leeter M-arch -O iI«soi watt ta ha treateti as capital. On

the appeal tu -the Prlvy' Coancl, ht waa eatandnd on bchaltf-t
-t.tatib-ÇO?#felarth l*~e d td roi thé vents andi r9ýyalthN

recowiveti durlng the twenty-anc ynars ware net subjeet tu the trur-t
for accumulation, «ehich ht was clairnet tint> aplied to the incunie
cf hi$ tnmnred rosi andi PereGas estate, andi thait a, betwe<m
the tenantsjoôr-life andi remaladermen the former were enîiedti t
the incarne deriveti from the inventment of the renta antird ate
rteSiyet duding the hirst ttw@fly 'une years; that, after the Iap'w
of the twenty-one years, there was nu power in the trus.iteesf tù
postpane couversion, Piati that the estato must ho treateïtilns tltrn
canverted, and that a sum aqualt th e incarne whkch wouiid have
been dtvised !a TthOe estate heen corwerted was payabk ta the
ttti&it-ht-lif. The Judicial Cammittee (Lords Ilobliouse, M
rt4hton. M1orris, flave>' andi Robertson) agreed wvith the couirt
below as ta the Ast point, and hicd the incarne af tie renta çlurirng-
the twenty-one ycars tu have l'en proper>' accumnulatedl b>' the
truateces. On the "ecoud point, however, tht>' decided b.ý <arour i
the appellants andi varier! the judgment appealdt framb> 1vlai
that the appellants were etitieti ta receive out af the rc nts andi
royalties accrueti andi accruing miXer Mardi 20o, 1893, sucb an
annuel surn as in the opinion ofthOe court tvauld, under ail sUic
circuinatancos of the case, b. a (air equivalent far the annual
incarne that would have beau tcxeived b>' thern ifi the residuarv
estate tutt ben sold on Marci 2c3, 1893, andtihOe procceds invested
ln accardè6nco iviih the wvil!.

&mnieori v. Le Gaufre (1900) AC. t73, ls a decision of the
Judicial Corniittee (ILards IIobflouse, Davy.'anti Robertson, anti
Sir PL Couch) on a coimparatvel>' simple point. The appeflanflê

claim 6>' his »rlt of summons was Iltu have an account taicen vff
what la due tu the plinttT, undir a certain agretent clatoi in
Jantuar>, 1*93, tor pltcb dug andi wont trom the plalntiff's land
4Ind landi ut ane Eugcnia $tennicourt (sînce ducoeeti) ae Le lîrea.»
An 'A'rder was mubnquanîtiy madie thnt the Ilaccounts l ii
matter " ha takea. The Jude to, whorn the refer@,r:e was durectcd
tôak the accouait nar oui>' ef te pitch dug fromn the lands af the.


