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and the question %v'as whether this had thc effect of reviving the codicil Of 1874,
out jeune, J., held that it had flot that effect.

WILL-ForFiTuR-3ANRTCY--ANNLMENT OF BANKRUPTCI, EFFECT 0F.

Aletcal/e v. .1etca/Je (i8gz), 3 Ch. i, is an appeal froni a decision of Kekewich,
.43 Ch.l), 633 (noted an/e vol. xxvi., p. 29). The clause in the will in question

provided that if by an',' act or by operation of law any interests given by the
testator in trust for his children should be aliened, whereby the saine sho-ild vest
in ans' other person, then the trustees %vere to apply the income so aliolned to
and arnong the other persanis entitled. The bankruptcv iii question took place
before the deatb of the testator, and reniained unannulled for two years
thereafter. Nekew'ch, J., !beld that it had the affect of forfeîting the life interest
of the legatee, but îlot the iriterest of the appellant in reniainder, wvhich had
not corne into possession prior to the arnnent of the batnkruptc%,. The appeal
%vas as ta the first point, and the decision of Kekewich, J., was affirmed, although
Fry, L.J., expressecd the opinion that but for the authorities which %vere the ather
way, lie would have considered that theŽ act which would create a forfeiture nmust
take place after the testator's death.

CONIPAY-WlILso* UP'-ORDER FOR PAVMIENT OF Ç.A.LS-MNERg OF RIH r ()F ACTION SV CO.M-

I'ANV FOR CALL: (R.S.C., C, 129. .5. 49).

Ia T's/mior-clzid Gren and B/uce S/a/e Go. v. Felden ( 8o1)i Ch. r5, the short
point involved was wvhether an order mnade in a %vinding-up proceeding for the
payrnent of unpaid calîs by, contributories (see lR.S.C., c. i29, s. 49) hiad the effect
of merging the cornpany's righit of action for such calîs, and the Court of Appeal
(Lindley, l3owen, and Fry, L.JJ.). afflrmingKekewvich, J., held that it hiad flot.

In re Portuguesc Consolidatedl Copper, M~ines ,1891>, 3 Ch. 28, Was an ztpplicatan
by a former director of a cornpanv being '.vound up ta bý relieved of liability for
calîs on certain shares. The applicant was appointed an original director of the
cornpany on1 2211d October, 1888. The articles of the cornpany provided that
eaci-À director should hold at least forty shares. At a meeting of some of the
directors on1 2,5 ., October, 1888, forty shares wvere allotted to, the applicant, who
never applied for thern, for ever actually accepted thern, and neyer knew, until
the company wvas being wound ap, that they had bcen allotted to himi. 1le,
hovever, acted as a director on 28th Novembee, 1888, and also on the 16th and
îsth Tanuary, 1889. On the i 9th January, 1889, fie acquired by transfer forty
fally paid-up shares, which Nvere dulv registered iii his nanie . and on 28th
January, 1889, fie retired froni the directarate. He had been settled on the list
of contributories ini respect of the forty shares allotted to, himi on 25th October,
and North, J., held that hie was liable, and, on appeal, the Court of Appeal
(L.indlev,, liowen, and Frv, L.J J.) affirmed this decision, on the ground that the
applicant must be taken to have known that it was bis duty to qualify for the
office of director by' taking forty shares within a reasonable time ; and that a
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