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voluntary winding-up. It appeared that at a meeting of the
company held on the ist November, 1899, a resolution wias passed
for the voluntary winding-up of the company and the appointment
of a Mr. Walker as liquidator. Notice ivas then given to the
shareholders that a meeting would bc lheld on 16th November
wheln the subjoined resolutions, du]y passed at the previous
meeting, %vould be submitted for confirmation, viz,., that the com-
pan) be wound up and that NIr. \Valker be liquidator. At the
meeting on the î6th Nove aber, however, the resolution proposing
Mr. VValker as liqu*dator failed for want of a seconder, and a y
rc'solution %vas then proposed and carried appointing NIr. Marreco
the liquidator. Kekevich, J., considcrcd that it %vas flot competent
for the meeting to change the liquidator, and that Marreco's
aippointment wvas therefore inva]id ; but th- Court of -ippeal

* f ~L.irdley, M.l{., and Rigb>' and WVilliams, .JJ.) held that it wvas
Ipt.rfectly- comipeterit for the meeting to elect sorne other liquidator

* than the one named in the notice calling the meceting, without
adjouri ing the meeting or giving any furthcr notice.

R~ESTRICTIVE OOEATBi.nN;ETT Rr$RCI~A o Nt*%11;F.R F

lIn Anuzber v*. AIet11ti <1900> i Ch. 413, Cozens Hardy,. J., lias
determined that a house built for the purpose of being rente(] in
flats is onlv one "bouse," and not a violation of a restrictive
c(tve1nant against erecting more thait otie IIouse," unless there is

somnething in the context which cuts dow~n or alters the- ordinary,
!neafiing of the wvord. The plaintiff's contention that cach flat i
was a house was rejected.

Ii re Prk, Aeny~on v. Ijirks i19oc) i C L. 4 17. Iri this case 4
* he Court of A pleal i Lindley, NI.R., jeune,-P. P.)., anid Rorner, 1.,J.'i

have been unable to agrc wvith Kekewich, .,on the construction
()f the (il 1899) 1 h O,(noted atVL35, . 8S4.'!I may
be retmembered that in this case the testator had givenr twelve
distinct legacies, with gifts, over to the issue of die legatees dlying
in the testatior's lifetirne, and in ail except the elevenith legacy the

gtsover werc qualified b>' iords restricting the word "issue " to
children. In the eventh legacy, there wverŽ no suçh restrictivemi,,

wod.and the r'uestion vvas whether there wa, an)- canon of
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