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familiits. Whether the two sonsý expeted- to szu(cced to the

1 think the cid4,nce fully justifies thecocuso of the
trial Juidgt,, ai that dlefendant was given, llrst. the ret f
the( houms( and aifterwýards the use and occutpation of it as part

compenswliationi for his evie ini bis father's business, and
unideýr 1hs iemtne aise agree withi the trial Judgp-
thai ite Statute of Limitations w-ould flot begin tg) ruai in
favouir of defendlant soi long il> the emloaintcotinue,.
th, iijoyment of the prerni's beýlig a part retuiri fori blis

servces -i. . Unde smncb circuinsýtainees, title. cannot bu
aeqîre by ngth oif possession during sncil exnploymeunt.

Sve Brti %. Beumnt, 1t; Eaiist 3M; The King v. Chetiuit, 1
B. & C. 171: The King v. Sýnape, 0; A. &ý E. 278; Mion* v.

iiOUgt, : Il.- L IL 4»(43).
Thé,cupto of thei pr bi\sh defendant was alnci1-

laryv or inciidenit ici fiý ernployment ythtestator. In other
wOrds, I thinlk theý sr ice ad the OccupiIncy wurecdet

oni, mrnemn orgrecéiinent hetween ftheitr and son,ý
sdthiat nei otheir encyre1ationship ever existedbtwe

Appealdisinssed ith ests.
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Motion b- plaint uTs tei qua2si appeal hy vdetfendants fromi
order inade Iii lth I>ivisitn Court in) counity of York dis-
mlsslng deenans'aplic-ation for al lie trial of the se(t ion

natter il illdgmen-tt in> favour t plailitiffs.
lie groundall o!f t, IlntioD ee (1) flint tht, ceortitkdi

f(ipy of the- prOeeedfings li te I)ivisioni Court, whki wais
filîd in due tluw., db! ilot cointaînl tis notes of the eiec
falken, lit tise t riia.luid <2) tHuit, Althoughi the. appeal %vsý scet
eolu due (1 meW the defenditnlts did ne(t, as required by s4c.

1.1, o!r the Divisio ('url Art, give notice of the -sd ting
91-4t nd o! t!>. appl; anii et the, grounda tlitereo(f to plain-

tiffit nt Il-ast 7 davs~ brturt,( th, ,omnfmnto the first
Sitting* (if n fivisiional Court wich-I c.mrniee siter t!>.

,qXp)irnto o!r elne monit!> froirl the. declulon complaineti of.
il W. Miki,,r plaintifi.

W. W. lKe,C., for de-fendaints,


