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distrained, cint«d the PrcMises and reinoved the good& A jucige

p~sion, having left withoût any reft8onalfhe tiecessity, had
aba-ndoned possesiorn, but, as he intended to return, he might be
,onsldered atillinl constructive possession ;he, howtver, held that
actual possession w~as netessary ta preserve the pIaintiff1s right to a ~
the goods, and therefore dismnissed the actionl A Diviaional
Court (Lwrance and Chatitell, iJ.) reversed thiR decision, being

(M~inion that the gonds were in custodia legis - and there beingj
;itntitoni on the part of the landiord tu abandon the distresst,

Î,-,as niot neeessary that the mani should continue in actual and rU
u.bepossession..

LýANDLOUO AND TINKAKN-ovN,%T -ro Pm-C~IOS

IlIx v. RHISOtN (1899Q>1 .14. 474 fiq a hlard casci 'The action
1%;0 lrotught on a covenant containied in a Icase, whereby thlv lessee
ilveminnted tu pay ail charges. duties and assessmcents charged,
.':,eiIed or imposed upon the premises, or uiint the landiord in

* ~ thereof, TIhe lease %vas terintated b%, six montihs notice-..
;fort! the notice expired the landlord was scrved wvith noti(ce b%

111inipal authorit>' if an apportiontnent of the e\)isý ilt *?

41 a new street, which, bv lc he îcrs of a statute. thereupon ~
e carne a charge on the derniscd IJrerises. The Icase had been

t,ýrtinted before an>' of the paving %va4 doin lu epe t of whi l
',lý charge was macle but it wvas neverieless held by Bruce, . - j
týiit the defendant wvas, under his commiat, hable for the amoutit

wthIe charge.

~~1b.am i 1>~ . ( $9 1 Q. B. 48o s~ an action brought by -

11 diredtors of a cornpany agidone of the shrhcl o i

îom îrnny had been paid by, the plaintifis ultra vires. The
u mniit hal bee-n made under the foflow.,ing circtitn. tances - The ~ f~
pl iiiiiffs dhrettors of a lihuitcd cornpany whir-h hart fot obtained
0-t %anction of the court to a reduetion of Its eapital, distributed.

ýýOrfiofl of lîs capital aogthe shareholdere, Pf %wh*m the
'natwas one, with their riment, andi %vih ritiC hat 1

so lalci was part of the capital. On the~ subsequcnt
n%ýding-up of the company, the plaintiff hart beeni ordered ta -


