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The judginent of thle & 'oul'f wlas de]iv ered ])V t ïUTE', J
bave carefulih read tlie exainâtjons for dis(-t,verv, wvli wts tlie

rnilv ciideiice puit Hi at the trîai, îlnd( 1. think il (car
thttedefentiant ioli Spemi.'( Senior wasg Hi aui held possession

unll Us. inother*s deatli under the wvilI. :Xfter bc becarne of age,he( 11nd(ertook he mnanagemit of the fariiî andi supported the
fnl' Shortlv afterwards lie w-as nîarried, and. at bis rnother's
re ~,ia double hue %v1a, built. lie and bis wife oceupvýng one
prinand bis~ xotliei and sisqers octipy ing the other portion.

Boi famlies were supported froni the proceeds of flie falrt. The
%ag 0r..wiile at hionte, assisted mn the ouftluor work of flie farni,anld marthia, tlie unniarried sister, contintied sO o ù) îtil t1he

înîirsdeaifi in 1907. Ail tiiet was donc by the son John in the
xax of iînanâging flic farni w-as quite consistent witliIlle ternis of
-!e will. . . 1.1e was in possession as tenant for life under
the \%ill, anti noue the less so because lie was perinitted to act as

Manager911 bv lis inotiier during her lifetinie.
1 aîî, therefore. with great respect, of opinion thaf the Stafute

-f liimitatîins i-ouid îlot ru iii bis favour as against an v of the
-idren wbmle tiie v remiained in possession. Sec Folev v. Foley,

ý:î (;r. 163; Bartels v. Bartels, 42 1I. C. R. 22: Re IDefoe, 2 .R
lIlglltoin v. Be(ll, 23 S. C. R1. 498: Dalton 1 v.Ftzead

('89] il. 86, Ais1fee v. Nelrnis 1 H. & .2.:aiBoar1d v.
Loard. L. P1. 9 Q. B. 48....

j flai-tle v. Mra nok. 28 0. R. 508 distinguiis1lied.1
If isý probable tuat the test ator intended to give bis son John flic

use4 of flicý uast haif of the lot But the wil1 does not sa * so. If
1as tht flle iother is to use flie farn as sue thinkq proper tinfil

tue son lias ar-rivîd at the( aige ofr 21 vears. lie is fbcn to, gef Il the
easf of the fari." 1 îlîink t lis languiage too jidefinife lu eonvev

anett.but, in tlie view 1 take of the wbole w'ill, if is not verv
intri o8 far as Jolin is concerned.

A luepro(viding for support andt maitenaîîee inerelY does îîot
give ani estaie ouf of the ]and: Gilebrist v. llainsay, 27 U. C. R.

50.If does, however, arnount fo a charge: Rolîson v. Jlardine,
'22 (;r, 420.

Wbat inferest, tlîen. did the chîlîdren take under tlic will ? The
.anase, provides that " the real estate is to belong to ilie famîi ly

asC lonig as any of flieiîi are alive and fo reinain flic propert 'v ut 11Y
sons eir."Whaf is ineant by fthe word Ilfamil 'v?"ý In Sru'

J D. (- T icîi is said that tue prirnarv legal meaning is Il childrc,
dn eerneis nmade to flic juidginent of Jesse]. M.'R.. iinP I>ig v.

:lr,3 (,li. D). 672 . . . liReereuf ;14 foý Bariies v. Pa1tc1),
SW.604 ; Burt v. ilellvîr, L. R. 14 T'q. 160.1


