
104 THE ONTARIO WEEKLY NOTES.

of York, upou theii. in of the executors' accounts, allowing

tii. eýxecutora. a large surn as compensation for their time and

eveuand their care, pains, and trouble i administering the

eýstte.
Tii. otier oxecutor was a solicitor. The teàtator had c!arried

on aerctaiI liquor business i the city of Toronto; and after hi.

4.tath the business was continued by the exedutors, the licensf

bt.ing ini the naine of tiie appellant. The, solieitor-executor gav(

much iUne t4o tine affairs of the estate and business, and renderec

profesoa sý.rvicrs wh<ei necessary.
Ti. appeliant p.rsonally atteuded to the business, and live<

upon>i theii. iss She was advised and assistcd by her co>

eIxecutor. Tiw, testator (lied i 1910; the business was sold il

191.5; 11111 a large profit was realised.
Theil). apliault de.ired that ber co-exectitor should' receive 31%

mloretu 8100

The. uppeal was heard i the. Weekly Court at Toronto.

J. A. Paterson, K.C., for the. appellant.
W. N. Tiluy, KCfor the solicitor--executor.

T~aCim <CL i a written judgment, said that tiiere wa

no errr lu prineiple int alslowance made, and the only questi«.

WMs one of quiantum. On this bead the Court is, on appea

loatii to intefere, even thougb it seems that the allowance i

more liberal than tiie Court would have given if applied to i thi

istinsance McDoina1d v. Davidson (1881), 6$ A.R. 320.

'l'li remuit of tiie policy of carrying on the business, istead

wiudlng it up by sale witblu the. usual year for admiistratiol

iuid the. succems of thi. result, were shewn by the increase i tlý

valuie of tii. estatte froin $26,237 to $230,126.
A good deal of misellaueous tegal business was doute and advi(

given by tiie soli citor-.ýeutor, for wbich lie maight have ma(:

profeis!ioJial charges but for bis position. That was a matt

t> b. taken luito account when the. value of the. executor's servi,

wma, being oettimaited-, sec. 67 (4) o>f the Trustee Act, R.S.O). 191I

Ch. 121.
The. estýate had derived its value mainly fromn the acts ai

seýrvicesq of th(, executors aft.r the. deatii of the testator and by ti

prosecuition of tiie business till a suitable time cme for sellin

to ference W Tbompsunmv. (1868), 15 Gr. 384, 389.

The Bugliali autiiorities are not in general appQsite; b

re(renceý rnigbt b. had to Brocksopp v. Barnes (1820), 5 Mad

i90; Fýorster v. Rtidley (1864), 4 DeG. J. & S. 452.


