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anticipation of the outbreak of war, which shortly thercafter took
place. This seizure Phillimore, J., held was within the terms of
the warranty. and therefore was flot covered by the policy, the
effect of the warran ty being to blot eut somne of the risks previou slyt mentioned in the policy as risks insured against.

PROBATE -PRAcTicE - VILL OF FOREIGN FEMdE COVERT - APPIJNTM~ENT 0F

EXELT~ DOICIE!>ITALIA.'-A)mINISTRATION WITII WV1LI. ANNEXEII.

hMt/e -oods ofV nii91>IP33 A feme covcrt, a

domiciled Italian, in pursuance of a povcr of appointmnent in
r2spect of English property, made a will executin- the poe and
appointing an executor. The will was a sufficient execution of the
pover under Englishi Jaw,' but wvas tiot a sufficient will accordinci to
Italian law. The executor named in the will applied, %vith the

consent of the husband of the deceascd testatu ix, for a grant of
probate:; but jeune, P.P.D., held that he was flot entitied to that,
but could only have a general grant of administration ivith nle
wvill annexed.

MORTGAGEE- ýNtRA. RN" SIH-DEN!ISF. -- RF(V-R APPOINTIE) IN )I 1

ENFORCE SE.RT E)LE.,sk-LANDELORI), RI(1[1S OF, AS .XIAINSýT S'i)-

LESSEE.

f Ha;id v. B/w1901> 2 Ch. 72 1, wvas an action by a debcnturc
holder of a limitcd company- to enforce tlicir debentures, which
%were sccuied by mortgagc by way of sub-demise of certain Icase-
hoid propcrty cf the company. The action was brought against
the company and the trustees to whom the mortgagc had bec'i
made, and a receiver and manager wvas appoînted on the plaintiff's
application in the action, and he went into the occupation of the
prernises and carried on the compan>"'s business, and by dirction
of the Court sold the chattel property of the company. A
quartcr's rent uinder the head lease being over-due, the head lessor
applied for Icave to distrain, or in the alternative that the rent
should be paid by the receiver out of tlic procceds of tlie goods
Stirling, J., refused the application, holding that as thec %vas no
privit), of estate between the sub-lessee and the hecad lessor, the

sub-lessee %v'as îiot liable for the rent due under the head Icase,
and that tle receiver bcing in possession for thc bcîîcefit of the

motagcc, lie %vas also undcr no liability tu the head lessor, It
%vas argued that the Court should sec that its officcr, thc receiver,


