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I.aint.ffs rouldvali.lly assign .'543 out oC ti.e .'SCO shares, tlio Court
at tho hearing he .1 tho ven.h.rs entith-.l to a decree for the sale

title to^"""*
"*
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Tlio Canada Life Assurance Co. v. 'J'he Peel General
Maiiufacturing Co., 477.

••i. The Boar,] ..f piueation, fonued l.y the union of Hi^d,
.School and Puhhc School Trustee.s, contracted for the purcliase^f
land ron. the plan.tifj-for the purpose of ..|,anging the' site of theschool

:
//r/,f that the plaintilf was entitled to call for a specific

JKU'lonnance ot the agreement for purcha.se, although no l.v-Iaw ofthe Council authonzuig the purchase ha.l l.een made, nor'h.n.l theLieutenant Governor n. Council approved of the change: and
rn-oceednigs had l.een instituted l.y a ratepayer to restrain thechange ot .site JMrohn v. M>,ko/u>, ,n,U' vol. xv, p 113 re-
ferred to, and not followc-d

; R,. J-,rth, .St) U. C. K 34 ivfe'rred
to, approved of. and followed. '

'"""^"

MoHiit V. Tlie Board of Education of Carloton Place, 590.

See also " Costs of Shewing Title."

STATUTE OF IJMITATIONS.
J. The i.laintiff was jointly intcrestt.d in the estate of herfather who died in L^6.0, and she continued to reside noon thehonicstead with her brother, who exercised ade co, t 1 as orenting and working the property up to within ten years of thefiling of a lull for partition :

^

JJehl Xhat .such resid.'nce with her brother was a joint occuiri^on .v^• both, and as such suflicien. to prevent he riJi, b^
'

barred by the Statute of Limitations.
^ ^

Foley V. Foley, 4G3.

2. The plaintiffs for the purpo.se of obtaining ready access tothe upper part o their house, constructed a platformfstair! .and lan.hng on the outside of their building, knd the lefe d , t'the adjoining owner, on whose land these structures we e , S'ne^^r took any proceedings against the plaintitls or made!„;protest against their us.t of the premises.' Held, that after I^.se of ten years, the plaintiff had acquired not only an eatment in the premises but a title to the land covered by the Zt-form stuinvay, and landing
; and the fact that during the i nethe plaintiffs were in possession the defendant had, for the Jrpose ot carrying out some works on his own premises tenn.orar Ivtaken up the platform and removed a portion of the stairw'ay had


