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does flot have the. effect of reviving local venues created by
statutes passed prior tu the 'Judicature Act, 1875. This decision
gives precisely the same effect to the English Rule that has been
given by the Court of Appeal to the Ontario Ruile in the~ recent
case of Howard v. Herringlois, 2o COnt. App. 175. In that case, it
may be remembered, the Court of Appeal held that the re-enact-
ment in the Revised Statutes (1887) of previous statutory pro.
visions prescribing local venues had the effect of overriding the
provisions of Ont. Rule 653.

PRAc'1icI-FornlGN DUIENDANT-FO1REIGNBR CARRYINU ON I1USINESSwn WITN IIE
JURISDICTION IN A NANIE OTHER THAN HIS oNwN-S'rRvic oil' wRir->Ri.
XLIILI (A), RR. 3, Il (ONT. Rui.xs 266, 318).

St. Gobain v. Hoyernianiz, (189)3) -, Q.13. 96, was an action
brought against a foreigner who carried on business in London
under a narne other than his own. He wvas sued in the name of
the firm under which he carried on business in London, and the
writ was served on the manager of the London business. The
Court of Appeal (Lord Esher, M.R., and Smith, L..J.) held that

rd vii(ar.3, 11, did flot apply to foreigners resident ont
of the jurisdiction, and therefore that the defendant miust be sued
in his own name, and must be personally served. This case
would seem to be applic-1ble to the construction of Ont. Rules
266, 318, although they dîffer somewhat from the English Rules
above referred to.

PROBATE-vI LI, ANI) CODICIL-RIIOVAL. OF PAI'RR I'ASTIM OVZR COD)ICI L-Rzvo.

CATION.

Itt the goods of Gilbert, (1893) P. 183, the President made an
order for the remnoval of a piece of paper pasted over the codicil
of a will presented for probate, in order to ascertaîn whether
wvhat had been written by the testatrix amounted to a revocation
of the codicil.

PROBATt-Two WILLS-NO EXECUTOIlS NAIRD) IN TIC SECOND WILL-SECURITY.

Its the goils of Alleit, (1893) P- 184,-a testator had in january,
1884, devised and bequeathed ail his real and personal estate to
bis wife, whom he named as sole executrix. This will he mis.
laid, aAad in November of the same year he made another will
which was identical with the missing will, except that he oniitted
to namne any executor. Both wills were presented for probate

j'"Nid"


