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'Ilî woird , aînil " l nîay, however. be controlled by the context.

... Blackwell v. Bull, i Keen 176; Jarnian on Wills, S-tit ed..

pp. 941-4.
Takîigý1 flc naning of "fanîilv " te bie " clid(reni,* there is

ülearly a liteý esttt a tenants in coinion given to thei, and this

lite estate ,John takes withi the rest, with a vested remiainder in fee,

under the rmie in Slielley's case: Leith*s Blackstone, 2nd cd., p.'~

276; Ili re White and llandie's Contract. 14 C'I. 11. 201 ; Ili re

Y.ouînan's WiI1, [ 19011 1 Ch. 720; R. S. 0. 1897 ch. 119, >e-. 11.

Atter the sisters 1)econiie of age or are inarricti, the tiiother- stiI1

living, wliere do theprvvd go? The sisters who are ilmried or

beeoine ot age lire ne longer entitled under t ltast clause toý sup-

port. The moýther ils . ot course, entitled to support. But te whonî

do the pro-e(.ds of the fari belonsg after providling for thie support

of the Ilthr ni ' v opinion. to tiiose wiîo bave the life in-

terest, vîz., tlw five chiildren. . . .lThe right exiýsied i l eaeh

dagtrfrein tlie tine she niarried or b)ecaînie of age to ]lave a

(1eclarat ion anti to be paîd the proceeds of the surplus. . ..

Thvwouhl tlius hold as tenants iu coin. subleet to tfl

1molîe(r's right to support. . . .But the possession of oee

tenant în iomn(>f does not enure te the henefit of iliose who are

ont of po.sciOfln R. S. 0. 1897 ch. 133, sec. 11l....

1 eZference(.( to Littiedale v. Liverpool College, 119001 I Ch. 21

Encyc. of thec Laws of England, vol. 8, p. 318-, 11. S. 0. 18974 eh.

133, sec. U 15 lwkins v. Lord Penrhvn, 6 Ch. 1). 322.1

11wî Act hîa\ iIg put an cenI to the doctrine of adverseposesin

th 11%n usto is as te whether the tiine tixed hv thle statute lias

cl;ip-e1 Ownc helcaimiants' right acerued, whatever hie the nature

of 11w presenot holer's possession: Iarb 'y& Bosanquiet's Statilte

cf iitaltions, 2?nd ed.. p. 275; Nepean'v. Dcc, 2 M. e \V. 8

()Il - ý Sml. L, Ct., !Stli d. p. 628. l'le threc sisters, tn-výig re-

Maineod mit )f possinfor the statutorY period, are, in in-

opiionii harredI hy thie satute.
Ini 1:4e Liigtceîtate. 2 0. L. R. 381. whcere of five tennts

îin connoonifi of a fanak three acquired a title against the other twc)

bv virtiu cf the Statute cf Limitations, it was field that thie titie-

aeqniuic b)y the three tenants was a joint tenancy, and thiat thevN

werei thus4 tenants in cominon cf their original three-fifthis aloi

joint wienants of twe-fiftlis. The reason for this is that R S. 0.

1897 ch. 119, sec. il, bias ne application te a cse cf this kind. but

r 1f0s 1l te lands granted, conveyed, or devîsed te twe or more

peron~'hletters paten~t, assurance, or wil 1. Sec Ward v. Ward.

..6Ch. 791.


