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Iii Iinter v. Winter, (1894) 1 Ch. .421, Stirling, J., set aside the,
service of a Nvrit out of the jurisdiction on the ground that the
court had no jurisdiction to allow the service. The action 'vas
brought for the administration of the trusts of a settlement. The
trust property originally consisted of a suin of consols, but pre-
vious ta the action the defendant had soid out the consols, anîd
haà left England. At the time the action w~as brajught there was
no trust property within the jurisdiction, and therefore the :Ž
was not within Ord. xi., r. i (d) (Ont. Rulle 271 (d) ), which is dmi-

fined ta cases wvhere the trust property is %vithin thc jurisdictim
and it is nôt enotugh ta satisfy the Rille that the trust proputt
oxnCht ta be, or, if the trusts wvere duly exectitec, wvould be, Nvitiiin
th;. jurisdiction.
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l Field v. Field, (1894~) 1 Ch. 425 the plaintiff who w~as a cesti
qui trust, applied for an injunction ta restrain hîs trustees froin
perrnitting the titie decds of the trust estate ta reniain in tht.
custody of their solicitors. But it appearing that the trust
prapertv ;vas a building estate, concerning which there wure
transactions constantly iii progress nceding a reference ta the
(leeds, Kekewich, J., declined ta niake anv order, there being n<'
sýuggestion that the solicitors were not, in any other respect, fit
antd proper persans ta have the custody of' the deeds. lie, hupw-
ever, intirnated that in the case of secuirities payable ta bearertI
the trustees should keep theni under their awn contrai, and not
leave thein in the contrai of their solicitors or anly other :gu'
but that in the case of titie deeds they have a discretion ta leavo
them in the hands of solicitors \vhen the exigencies of the trust
require it, but where there is no snich necessity they shauld k(t'epI
themn under their oNvni contrai.

Ji. N. A. 'ru, s. 91, 's-s. 15; S. 92, S-S. 13-DOMllNION BA~NK iT (..X
C. 120)-WAkEIIOTHE- RECEIl'IS.

In TennIant v. T'he Uniion Billk, (1894) A.C. ji, the Judicial
Coinnîittee of the Privv Couincil have affirmied the decision of thc
Court of Appeal (xg R. App. i.), and in daing so discuss the
cifect of D)ominion and Provincial legisiatian bearing on the


