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away the. grantor's rlght to take tolls over his
bridge, whicb connected the land conveyed
with the. grantor's land on tw. other aide of
tbe river, did not preclude the grantee from
taking away custom frein the. grantor's bridge
by the erection of a new bridge; and the.
reservation toi the. grantor of a right to enter
on the land conveyed for the purpose of
repairing bis bridge did flot preclude the.
grant.. frein erecting a new bridge, so, long as
its erection did flot interfère with the grantor's
reasenable access for the. purpose of repairing
hie bridge.
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Biiie v. Jat;es, 33 Chy. D. 157, was au action
te perpetuate testinieny, and the defendant
having failed to deliver any defence, a ques-
tion arase as to how the. action was to pro-
ceed. The. plaintiff moved for an order that
the. action might proceed notwitiistanding the
default of the defendant in not delivering a
statement of defence, and asked the appoint-
ment of e .pecial examiner to take the evi-
dence of the plaintîff 's witnesses, as if tiie
pleadings were closed. Bacon, V.-C., made
the. order for leave to proceed, but refused to
naine a special examiner, and directed the
examination te be taken before on. of the
official examiners.

TauisTzi,-BottczTon TaUSTssI-PsOPrr coMr.
The. point involved In re Corsollis, Lawton v.

Bines, 33 Chy. D. i6o, was whether a solicitor,
who was on. of two trustees under a will con-
taining no power authorizing hum te charge
for professional services, was entitled te charge
profit comte against the trust estate of legal
proceedings in which the. trustees were parties,
and in others which the. solicitor trustee, as
surviving trustee, alone was a party, and whicii
lied been conducted by the. firin of solicitors of
which h.e was a partner, and Lhiu London
agents. IL was held by Kay, J., upon the.
principle that a truste. is bound te check al
charges against the estate, and muet flot place
bhimsef in a position wiiere hie interest con-
flilts with bis dJty, tint non. of such profit
Costa ought to b. allowed out of the. estate Lei
Lhe firin of whicb the solicitor trustee was a
memiber. There wis alto a furtiier point de-
termined ti tie case. The trustees appolnted

ea partner of the solicitor trustee ta be steward

of a manor wiich was part of the. trust estate,
and fées for mancrial business were paid by
the tenants of the. maner to the partner as
such steward, a siare of thie profit Coste af
wixh was claimed by the solicitor trustee,
wie also claimed a share of certain profit
coste paid te his firm by lessees and otiiers in
respect of lusases and agreements for leases of
portions otf tke trust estate granted by the.
solicitor trustee, and prepared and carried out
by him or his firm. Mr. justice Kay held that
neither the. solicitor trustee nor his fi-m ivere
entitled to any cf such profit cests, but that
the. solicitor trust.. muet account Le the. trust
estate therefor.

It wvi1l be ohservd that in the latter branch
cf thie case the profit cesta were net payable
out cf the estate, but liad been paid by third
parties, and the. court flot only deprives the
solicitor truste. of ail right thereto, but coin-
pels hum te acceunt for them te the. trust
estate, ini which respect it seems te carry the
law agaiust a solicitor trustee deriving any
profit frein bis tru-t te a point beyond what
oui- own courte seemed disposed te do in
Moigitep v. Buell, 25 Gr. 6o4, whe:-e it %vas con-
sidered, net without doubt, that there wvas a
distinction between cotte payable eut of Lhc
estate and costs payable by third parties.

OIPANY-WINDI>IG UrODI-cbicINFaie
COMPANY~ WITE BA&LXaH OPPION IN ENGLÂND.

A question which has been frequently con-
sidered cf late in our own courts came up for
consideration lIn re Commercial BankA of S.
Aisstralia, 33 Chy. D. 174 viz., the jurisdiction
cf the court te make a wvinding up order
againet an Australian company having a
brancli office in England. Two petitions were
presented by English creditors, and on the
hearing cf the. petitions an erder had been
made appointing a provisional liquidator
whose powers were limited te the taking pos-
session of, and coilecting and protecting, the.
assets et the coînpany in England, and the
furtiier hearing of the petitions wae adjourned
for a turne. Wien Lhey came on again te be
heard it appeared tint. a petition te wind up
the. company had in the meantime been pi-e-
sented in Australia, and that a provisional
lîquidator had been appointed tiiere; but it
was» net proved tint a winding rip order lied
been made tiere, and iL was held by North, J.,
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