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-with the will annexcd, andi as the settlement appeared to include
ail the deceased'a property he claimeti that the grant should be
gencral. jeune, P.P.D., however directed that, in the absence of the

--- ----- cosent-of th-e-hus-ba-nd of. the-,d.ccea&e-d,.thie.grant ehonii -be-lîmited
to the property the deceaseti had power to dispose of~, and did

a dispise of, by the instrument executing thc power of appointment,

MARRUED WOMAN-WILL OF MARRIEI) WOMAN-PROflATE-GRANT OP RPEIRAL
PRO'BA'E lIN HUSDANIN-12MPI.IËI) A%'SENT Ti. WVILL.

let ie A lkinson, Waller v. A M-inson (t 899) 2 Ch. i, deserves atten-
tioin, althotigl turning on certain Pirobate Rules which do flot

J appear to have been introduced into Ontario. These rules provide
J'i thiat probate of' the wilI of a married wvoman shalH tike the form of

o -ditnary grants without any exception or limitation. And it was
T hcid bv Stirling, J., that where a husband takes probate or the wifl

of his <Ieccased wifé in a general foi m as thus provided, he is not
,to bc deet-ed to have assented to the wvill as a valid disposition of

îproperty she lîad no right to dispose of, and this decision wvas
afl-îrmed by the Court of Appeal (Linde>', M.R. and Rigby andi

aCollin1s. Ljj.ý Since i january, 1874, it would bc difficult to say
that there is aniy limitation on the powers of mnarried wvonien to inake
wills of their property in Ontario, see R S.O. C. 128, s. 9, S.-s. 5, and
s. î, but as to wills made before that date it would seîn tîecessary

froin this case, thiat the grant of prbbate thereof to a husband should
be liniited to property proper>' disposable b>' the testatrix, or the
husband mna% be deemeti to have assenited to other dispositions
contained therein, which were beyond the power* of the testatrix to
rnake wvithout his assent.

MASTER AND SERVANT- cts'rit.wr-t i\ RETAN WT.tI FESNH

iayies v. Dowasi, (i 899) 2 Ch. 11 3%vas ani action to restrain
E the breach of a contract madie between imaster and servant where-

b>' the servant bound himself that he would not, during his service
~4~Ja. ~ or after the determination thercof, divulge to any person the secrets

of his master, or the mode of his conducting his business or any
ij part thereof, or any imformation in regard to the samne, or,

after the determination of his service, work for or serve an>' nther
person or firm carrying on the same kinti of business or any part

à ~threof, withiin a radiuq.of twnty-five miles frotn his master's work8,

'if


