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W111-ADMINISTRATION - ANNL-1Ty cH!.-.RGD Oç RF-kt AND P}r-
SOSL }TAE-EPRESsTRUST- ARREA&RS OP A'ÇNN'TY-

ACKNOWLEDOGMENT IN WHîTîxýC-R-A L PnopEwev LiILIT &TIo
Arr. 18-'3 (3-4 Wx. IV. c. 27 . ss. 1. 25. 40, 42-RK-iL PRO)-
PERTY LIMITATION ACT 1874 (3î-38 Viwr. c. 57), ss. 8, i<--
(R.S.<>. c. 75. ss. 18. 24. 25. 47 (' 2) (b>.

lIn rc Turntr, KInfictýherger Y. Groombridgc <1917) 1 Ch.
422. This was an action to rerover arrears of annuity charged
hb' a wiII on the reai and personal estate of the testator. The
plaintiff clainied to recover the- whole aJnount due, whjch ex~-
ceeed six %-cars* arrears. on the zrou:id that it w-a payable hv
the defendants as trutes-.% under an expreffl trust, but Neville.
J.. heïd that. uuîder the Statutes of Liniitationa. iio niore tflan
six years' arrears m-ere reovrable either as against the real or
personal estaitc.

ONTARIO - SEPA RATI, scHOOL-EN GLIoqH-FRENcH sciiooLs-
REs-RICTIoN OF 1 -;i OF l' tENH-B.NÇ.A. Arr, 1867 (W0-31
VIC'r. C. 3) S. 93 (1)-PcO-Y. ZCIAL LEGisLArURE9.

Trumdees of R.C. S~eparate Schùor -- Mackell (1917) A.C. 62.
The queetion at isFue in this case wL- , - the Provincial
Legi-,Iature- of O~ntario had power îunder tkh, -.A. Act, 1867,
s. 93 (1), to re>trict the use of French as a language of instruction
in Roman Cathoiic Separate Schcos. The Judici-al Cornunitiec
of the Privy Council (Lord Buckmaster. L.C., and Lords Haldane,
Atkinsbn, Shaw, and ParmoWr heid that it had, and the validity
of Rcgulatioù' 17 was upheld.

ONTÂRJo - SEP.AnTE scHooLs-Tuu.sTERs-ACT $OPFPSZDING(
TRI'RTES-IN¶--%ciT .5CIO. V., c. 45, ONT.-B.N.A.

ACr. 1867. s. 93 (1).*

Tristees of R.C. Separale &hools v. Ottawa (1917) A.C. 76.
The question in thi.i case wma whether the Provincial Legislatu-e
of Ontario had power under the B.N.A. Act, s. 93 (1), to pas$ a
statute (5 Gco. V., c. 45 Ont.) jiurporting to qupersede the school
trustees of Roman (iatholic Schools who refusci to carry out a
regulation of the Department of Education restricting the use
of French as a language of insgtruction in such schools. Thie
validity of the regulation was in litigation, and there beizig no
rea.son to believe that, when deteîxnined, as itw&q in the precedizig
case, the d.-cision would not be accepted and oheyed, and it
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