
Upon the whole c:ase 1 li11ýt decide ini fav our 1 ît-fun-
,anits Bedfjord1 and 'Sale3 as ta) a>:sertion of lien. Acilon !s 10
hemi dlism]-sel but withiout costr.

,Judgmiteii for plaintils ;igainist defendant laird ior
11wuQlt of cam

JULY 11TH, 191.
DIVISIONAL COURT.

COULTER v. COU-LTER.

,iiti-oi of AIction- Pu rpryLmt/o c
Character ofPoesin-Oupio fl sas ar

Compnsaionfor S'erricS.

Apea b dfodatfrom1 judgmn o'ulif BRITFTON, J.. at
he trial, in favour of plaintiffs, l'tr (Se unde1.r thc Nwill of

'aneýs coulter, fatlier of dfendumant, ini ;m action to reuovpr
aasinof a biouse, andi about 3>-57 of an acre of land] in

1e village of WeSton.
The dJefence, mas ifhat deenan ad el ie titie by.\

ýirtue of the IReal Prjqpert. ,imiitatlioni Act.

G. IL Wutson, KCfor- defondant.

A. F. IA.obb, foi- plaÎintifs.

l'il( judIgllelt Of the' Court1 (MFrEDÎTIn-, C'J. MA~C-
NAHoN, J., TETEJ.) was delivered bY

TEETZEL, ,LDfedntbs benI ilu cont11iiuon ccpa
tion (if the bouse siiiceo February 18, ;iand hasz diing theise

vears cultivatedl the adIjoining land, ini varyinig quantîieis,
for gardlen puirposes....

The tr-ial Judige hel tbat dlefendant hadl entered into pos-
ftessiotj of Ilhebouse not as tenant. buit as servant, nt bis
father, and that his po s inii that w-ay eontinued until

the enilloienit, of deufend(ant ini his fathier's foundi(ryý businessý
éniled inii 199, andl therefore that the Statute of ,ixnîtat]ûons
never frgan to run tilI thiat time. *»

1 tbink the effeet of ail the, evidlence uipon the, relation1-
iýhip bewen w fatlier ami the tw.o s;ons is that lie allowedl

eclo! tbeni thie use of a boeuse anud gardlen, am"! eslit d
froin the business wblat was nlegeesssry f'or his living epne
beyonud the use of hi- bouse and grarden, andl that, ý0iih t1w

blwiness wais avev4rtised as Jamecs Coulter & Sons, t1e capital
wit ail fun )he vy tb fatlier, andf tiere is no ovidencee o!

any riglht in the sons tn driaw fri.l the esure of theui-
Déss heyolnd wbalt was nece1ssarY to mlaintin thleir, respctive


