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nnot impose upon a here, for what property 1 have, in case of sud:

ch he shall be allowed den death, would be eat up by outsiders and my

relations would get nothing." On hearing the

sts. contents of these letters, T., a son of 13.'s sister

ant. and a coal miner in England, carne to British

indent. Columbia and livedwith B. for six years. Ail that

tirne he worked on 13.'s farni and received a share

[J une 12. of the profits. After that he went to work in a

CLARK. coal mine, Idaho. While there lie received a

C. 1 2 9 -Ap6plicationl letterfrom B. containing the followilg :-" 1 waflt

Vy- Winding-zi/)p Pro- you to corne at once as 1 arn very bad. 1 really

aster. do not know if 1 shall get over it or flot and youi

ce Co. va's incorpor- had better hurry up and corne to me at once,

atur, ad haingbc-for I want you and I dare say you will guess

ae, and ainge be- the reason wvhy. If anything should happen to

.nsolvent Act of 1875. me you are the person who should be here."

twas passed a pt-On receipt of this letter T. imrnediatelY started

Courtt h e th- for the farr, but B. had died and was buried

its rovsios ad a before he reached it. After his returfi he re-

e which was set aside ceived the following telegram wvhich had flot

anada (14 Can., S.C. reached him before he left for home : " Corne

ng-up order haviflg at once if you wish to see me alive, property is

~d by the Court of yours, answer immediately. (Sgd.) B." Under

il was had to the these circurnstances T. claimed the fanm and

areholder. stock of B., and brought an alleged agreemenit

ment of the Court of by B. that the sarne should belong to hini at

161) and that of the Bsdah

that notwithstandiflg Hed, affirrning the judg-neft of the Court be-

~ated by the Provin- low, that as there was no agreemnt in writiilg

e put into compulsory for the transfer of the property to T., and the

under the Dominion facts shown were not sufficient to constitute a

129. part performance of sucli agreemnent, the fourth

pers assigned to Pro- section of the Statute of Frauds wvas not com-

i the Winding-up Act plied with and no performance of the contract

ans f th ordnary could be decreed.
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thîs case that it was Moss, Q.C., for respondefit Power.

tie the security to be McCarthy, Q.C., and A. F McIntyre for

5à ointed therein. other respondents.
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PoWER V. MEAGHER.

Trustees-ComPliSsbOfl t-Rule of Law.

Prior to the passing of the Nova Scotia Sta-

tute 5 1 Vict. c. 11. sec. 69, there wvas no statutory

authority for trustees to recelve commission for

their services when none was provided for by the

instrument creating the trust. In a case which

did not corne within the statute

He/d, reversing the judgrnent of the Suprenie

Court of Nova Scotia (21 N.* S. Reports, i184),

that the English rule of Iaw prohibitine- such


