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Sthat behalf', the parochial authorities served notice requiring the
drains on the premises to be reconstructed; by arrangement
between the plaintiff and defendant the works were carried out by
the plaintiff at an expense Of £143 without prejudice te the rights

* ~ 'of either party. Byrne, J. foliowirag Btett v. Rog<,rs (1897) 1 Q.B.
52s (noted ante vol. 33 P. 424) heldt.thet the tenant was liableand
his decision was aoeirmed by the Court of Appeal (Lindle.y, M R.,

4 jeune, P.P.D. and Ramer, L.J.) The word Ilduties " appears te
have been the cruciF' word, and was held to be widcr in its effect
than "impositions," which i; Tdswei'v. Whitwor:h, L.R. 2 C 1).
326, was licld not ta caver dlaims of the kind in question in the
present case.

CIfAR 0ON LARD-EXPRESS TRUST-Two sums SECVREI) DY SAUR TERM-
~2. STA7TUTS op LiMITATONS-REAL PROPERTv Li?41TATIoN ACT, 1814 (37 & 38

VICr. C. 57), ss. 8, to--<R.S.0. C. £33, Ss. 23,.34) - POWER OF APPOINTMENT
J --Exaaczesr, 0F POWER EV GENERAL EEQtIEST, EFFECT OF -WILLs ACT, £837

10 ~ (7 W. 4 & 1 VzcT. c, 26)- s. 27-(RZ.S.0. c. 1,18, s. 29.)

* Ilu Williams v. Williams (i goo) r Ch. 152, two questions are
involved, the first as te the effect of the Statute of Limitations
(3'&3 it .3,s.8-zo on the right te recover moneys
secured upon [and by a terni vested in trustees, under a settle-
ment ; and the second as ta the effect of the exercise of a power af
appointment by general bequest upon the fund appointed. As
regards the first point, the facts were briefly as frllows :-By a
settiement, an estate was conveyed te trustees for a terni of 5oo

* years upon trust ta raise £2,OOC on theC death of Anne Hartley,
k; and £C2,00o on the death of Griffith Wiiliain. Griffith Williams

died in i86o and no proceedings were taken ta raise the nnoney
q until the present action, which was commenced in 1898. Anne

Hartley died in 1886 and this action was comnmenccd within 12

years cf her death. It was contended that the trust ta raise these
sums was flot an express trust and therefore the £z2oco raisable on
Wiiliams' death was not aiTected by the R.eal Propert), Limitation
Act, s. io, (R.S.O. c. 133, s. 24), and it was aise contended that as
the action was brought in tume as ta the £z,ooo raisable an Anne
Hartley's death the trustees were entitled te possession for the

* ~ ~**purpose of raising that sum, and, being ini possession, they might
then raise the other £C2.000 aise. But North, J. overruled both

g.ýïýjýjtheae contentions and held that the nianey was payable under an
'express trust »within the meaning of s. to, aad therefore as ta the


