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ADMINISTRATION OF ESTATES IN ONTARIO. 2i)7readily understand a motion for an administration order heing
dlismissed where the heneficiaries werp not entitled to the est if
alid were simply asking for an accounit, and conîplaining unnccs-
sarily of the trustees;' management, but that -,as nof this rage.
'l'le applicant. sought to rerover froin the trustees her share of the
est ate in their hanids and fo coirlel thein to execute the trusts and

the testate wvas being properly wanaged by the trilstees,

was, iaf. the issue. The question wvas: Have these trustees
the legal viglit f0 refixin tlie properf y of fhli eneficiaries

an he sucd iii anl action of labut until an aceounit is
faken how van thcv be sued? If a successful action Liad been
hroughf in Ihis case for administration, the costs would have
fallen on the aplicant for not in flie first place applying for an
adîninist ratan order. The writer thinkstf e f rustees wcre af faulf,
and in any evenf the cosfs should have been paid by the 1 îsteem

i- Niw% of f lie farf t lui tlie aipicrant 's liusband found a puircbaser
for t'ne property wbivh the trustees rhlaimcd wvas nof pogsilh1e.

[Was ixot flic real question invol ve<l in this case sinply wlicf ber
thLe lvarnevd Ju<lge in refuising the order exercisrd a judicial or an
an îtary discret mxx, t le ( di)h(ilxt hving t bat lie tirisdfle

THE ONTARIO ýqTA Tf TJ OF! 1918.

Tlhe stafuites pased at ft1e recent esinof thie Onxtario
Legisînt une have I ien publisbied îvitlh conimiexdxble promaptitunde,
axni iîaixfaiî flic imlproved -tandard of fypography and lindii',1
which, since 1916, bas been cbaracterixtic of o1ur annuiial outpuit of
provincial legislation.

As a tîxie the arrangement is satisfactory, alt hoîîghi there are
one or, two places %vlere strict chronological order lias not been


