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objecta of the club was to hold exhibitions of pictures sent in
by members, mostly for sale on oommlssion, the plaintiff re-
eeiving ten per cent. commission on all sales as hi. profit. The
club was managed by a eommnittee of whioh the plaintift wss a
nmember, and the exhibitions were managed by a picture com-
mittee. The exhibitions were flot open to the public but. only
to members or persons introduced by members. The defendants
ai; superior landiords put ini a diutress for rent under which
certain pietures so sent f'ir exhibition and sale were seized. The
action was brbught to, restrain proceedingu on the distreas.
Neville, J., held the pictures were liable to, distress and the
Court of Appeal (Cozens-Hardy, M.R., and Moulton and Par-
well, L.JJ.) afflrmed his decision, on the ground that the pic-
tures mrere not sent to the plaintiff, but to the picture committee
ànd even if delivered to plaintiff they were flot delivered to,
hlm *"to be managed in the way of his trade" which was that
of a club proprietor end not; that of a picture dealer, and the
case was not, therefore, -within Sirnpson v. Hartopp (1744),
Willes 512, 1 Sm. L.C. 437 (lîth ed.).

CompANY-DIRECTo-R-QULFICATION SHARES 0F DIRECTOR HIELO
IN TýUST--RIGI1T 0F CERTUI QUE TRUST 0F SHARES TO CLAIM
RENUMERATION RECEIVED BY THEIR TRUSTEE AS DIRECTOR.

lu re Dover Coalfield Extenisîoî (1908) 1 Ch. 65, The C ourt
of Appeal (Cozens-Hardy, M.R., and Moulton and Farwell,
L.JJ.) have afflrmed the judgment of Warrington, J., (1907) 2
Ch. 76 (noted ante, vol. 43, p. 617), to, the effect that the cestuis
que trust of sharei in a limited eompany ha% no right to call
on his trustee to account for remuneration -reoeived by -him
as a ('ireetor of the coxnpany, although the shares held by him
in trust constitute his qualification as a director.

WILI,-EXPRESSî TRUST OP RESIDUE-PARTIAL FAILURE OP BENE-

FIÇTAïý 1INTEUES;T-i\EXT OF KIN-AVANCES BY TESTATOR TO
CHzILDREN-IIOTCHPOT -STATUTE 0F DISTRIBUTION (22-.23
('ný%8. Il. C'. 10) Q;. 5R.O.C. 335, S. 2) ExECUToaS' À". j'

"130 (11 GEo, IV. & 1 Wm. IV. c. 40) S. 1.

it re Robyj, Howlet.t v. N"ewington, (1908) 1 Ch. 71. In this
eate a testator had bequeathed bis residue to his executors in
trust as to £1 ,500 to, invest and pay the income to his daughter
for life, and after her death to divide the napitnl amongat her
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