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rio. The plaintiffs, two infants were solely

entitled under this wifl. J. B., Sr., died in

Montreal, in 1869, T. B. and J. B., Jr., were

his executors, and botli proved the will in

Ontario; but T. B. alone actedas executorJ.

B., Jr., having given hirn a power of attor-

ney to act for him in aIl matters relating to
the estate. The plaintiffs and T. and B.
and J. B., Jr., were eacli entitled to one-

third share under the will of J. B. , Sr. Suit

was brouglit for the administration of both

estates and a receiver appointed.

ln taking the accounts before the Master,
S. D. 's attendance was dispensed witb, as it

appeared that none of the assets of C. B's

estate in Ontario had corne to lis hands.

The Master found T. B. and J. B., Jr_.,
who did not appear or file any accounits, in-

debted to the estates in about $51,000. In

default of evidence to show that any of the
assets corne to their hnnds formed part of

C. B. 's estate, the Mýaster further found

that the whole forrned part of J. B., Sr.'i

estate. The decree on F. D. ordered th(

executors to distinguish the assets of eaci-

estate, and notified theni that in defauit th(

whole would bo taken to belong to the os

tate of J. B., Sr. T. B. having died, thi

suit was revived.
J. B., Jr. , applied to the Court for leavo t(

open and retake the accounts on the groun(
that hie had been kept in ignorance of thi
proceediiugs by lis executors. Leave wa

given hirn to surcharge and falsify.

J. B., Jr. , now distinguished the assets o

the estatos aîîd sought to be relieved fron

liability as to the estate of C. B. on tii

ground that lie was not executor of that e
tate. As to the J. B., Sr., estate lie als

souglit to ho relieved in sevoral respectE

The Mastor's judgment is upon thoso pointi

Held, that T. B., and J. B., J r., dîd not b,
proving the will of J. B., Sr., become execii
tors of C. B., as J. B. Sr. was not the sol
or isurviving exocuitor of C. B.

Hfeld, that J. B., Jr., is hiable for th

moneys of J. B., Sr.'s estate corne to th

hands of Thomas , '.whether before or aftE

the proving of the wilI, or before or aftt

the power of attorney. * * *

Held, that the writ of attacîment or n<
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gistration issued in Quebec did not affect

the assets in Ontario.
Beli, that as the Ontario Bank shares,

thougoli subscribed for at Montreal, and at

one time registered there, were transferred

to Bownianville during the testator's life,

and appeared on the stock register there

only, they are Ontario assets.

Foster for Johin Brooke.
Laiigtou for plaintiffs.
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i. F., a ship-owner, employed S. & Co. to
get rnsurance effected on his ship ;and, to
F. '8 knowledge, S. & Co. emploved B. for this
purpose. This had. heen te uisual course of

business, and B. always retained the policies
unitil the preminnis and brokierage had been

pId A settlenment was hiad between F. and

minhtaken for the balance. F. did not know
the particulars of the arrangement between B.
and S. & Co. On a loss occurring, F. demanded
of S. S. Co. a policy which had been retained
by F. because the charges were not paid. S.
& Co. not being able to produce the policy, F.
brouglit detinue agaînst B. for it. Held, that
B. had a lien on it for his charges, as against

iF.-Fi.sliei v. Sinifh, 4 App. Cas. 1.
S 2. E. inortgaged his property to his solici-
tors, who acted. professionally for E., and pre-

Spared the rnortgage to theinselves, and they
retained it. E. lad previously given a firet

f mortgage on the property, and lie afterwards
gave a third and fourth. The first mortgalee

i held thc t.itle-deeds. In an action against k.
e and the tirst, third, and fourth mortgagees,

the solicitors claimed a7lien on the mortgzaie-
deeds iind documents in their possession lor

o the costs, charges and expenses incurred by
them as the solicitors of E. Held, that there
was no lien. IlReasonableness is the founda-

Ltion of ail the legal doctrine of lien." (per

y THEsiGERp, L. J.)hee!?v. Eden, 10 Ch.
D. 29 1.

e LIMITATIONS, STATUTE Or.

Defendant owed plaintiffs a large debt in-
curred in 1865, and in answer to a demand

e wrote tlem iii May, 1874, as follows: Il le-

ýe lieve me that 1 neyer lose out of my sight nsy
>robligations towards you, and that.1 shal be
~rglad as soon as my position becomes some-

,r what better to begin agzain and continue my
instalments. " It appeared that, in 1874, de-
fendant's position was bettered by £14, but

B- wam no better in any other year. In Septemn-


