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'IlsatLi ol il lider the1 lr'i I~ of ( il, Tre AI. Iý arn un
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That the dult ies of al sui \I ilig pa 1rtu oith reglI 1vard tu thlu
1 iunt in o LiIf thILe la 1- 11 Irsh1 i l ,Sset ar omJi If al fil w1cir I- (ILJirag tfr

i si findoub lt cd, bu11t hu is Ilot al t rulstre, ati bis position 18is aalog
,.ls. 1 1 hink, tg)hto h rîoesluOiinEeti aae
Liiiiiet v. Biinels.

If 1 hall -ornu tlic theontclusiol that thtu dt(ýf(nianîi wasm an
i Ilipl ieti orl construcit ive 1trcu il wvould have been nc"uary

to4 vonisid er wheL thIlcrv as respeewt s Ji i svicevs befure th e Truie
.Xct vamle mbi foret, ý, 1,sJl e 1911), liq waa etitcito thv

li,enefIit of tht, pr-ovisionls of suev. Ii6 uf duit Act. for IWforc thait
Avt vce mb for(c tht, 1r191t oIf al trteeHt 10 aL fair and rcaaunii

uiabllown for. bis ure,. pa.inIs. anlti troble and iN tinlIe (-X
îwnidedi abolit the estate, w1as con)Ifitl4 le) truusteoe "mnider a ded.i
setlinient, or- will :- .S 1897 ch. 129, se.40.

For these reasons, 1 amn of opinion that thedfeanuru
apelfails, and hiolil be dixilluumed.

Thu refsit ixi, that th,, aippeal of thev plaintiffs as Il) the Yalv
bulsillus antgi the oil mIIII property IN imuut wîth coulIa, ani
thelir pp am as the iurbIas G uiem i allowed,(

with oulshereanti elow ani tat thiedfean'sroippa
iiidiinsstiwith cost8.
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1lmm il-, . A. . was of opinion, for. rela.sons 'Stiat& in i writilng
Ibal th(- appeall of the plaiîîîifts Shoueli 1wi allowed wvith coiula4 ju

to> 01P Yaitie' Rsd W(Ierth hauiSt & ( 'io. 's-. bulsinleffes; that tht,
<,dtr f itdito, ,.shuiibu atliineti aN Il thev oil property'

witboullt conts; andi that th, l usl ppa of the defendant asm to,
thequstonof reueuinshoulti lit, (liaiitiN with rostat.

Ordlerti çix 4a& by Mr (,'m , <.l.
J.»\,, d&tsentinq ini pafrt.


