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joined as plaintiffs. The Court of Appeal (Lord Cozens.-Hardy,
M.,and Kennedy, and Eady, L.JJ.), however, ield that the

action wvas properly constituted; and on the merit.i determined
that the notice of' the meeting was insuficient and the resolu-
fions were invalid and not bindîng on the* company.

(',JMPAýNY-WN-,DING-UP PETITION-JIUDGMENT CREDITOK-- 'PRO-
CEED TO ENFORCE ANY .JLIXMET"-CoU7RTS (EMERGENCY
POWEns) ACT, 1914 (4-5 GEo. V. c. 78, s. l)-(THE MORT-
GAGORS AND PURCHASEPS REUEFF ACT, -Lc. V. c. 22, s. 1,
ONT.).

lit rc A Co»mpawy (1915) 1 (Ch. 520, the Court of Appeal
(Lord Cozens-Ilardy. -M.R., Phillipnore, L.J.. and Joyce, J.),
hcld that a petition by a1 judgnient ereditor of a cornpany for
a winding up order- is flot a proceding 'to execution cor
otherwise to the enforcenient of a judgment'' within the mecan-
ing of The Coiirts (Em'ergeiiy Poicrs) Art (4-5 Geo. V. e. 78,
s. 1), sec 5 Greo. V. c. 22, s. 1. Ont., anid ait injunction grantcd
hy Astbury, J.. restraininik sueh proeeediings -%as (lissolved.

RESTRAINT OF TRADE-'MASTER AM) SEEX ANT - AGREENIENT By

SERVANT NOT TO ýSOI ICIT CUSTO'MERS, OR ADVERTISE THAT SER-

VANT WVAS -LATE WITII TubMXI E"-LSOAL RESTRIC-

TION-BREACII B3Y FIRM.N-RspoNSýIBIL-ITY Or PAýRTNR-PE.-

TERMINATION 0F CONTUACT BY PAYMENT 0F WAGES IN LIEU I)F

NOTICE-WRoNGFUL Di-IlçISAL.

K'oitski v. Peel (1915) 1 C'h. 530. The plainitiff iii this action
elainicd an injunetion against th-' defendant who had forinerIv
heen in bis eiiiploN froii .solivit ing bis eustomers, or advertising
herseif as ''laie with Koniski" eontrary to an agreement in that
behaif. After she ieft the plaintiff's cmtploynient she had be-
voine a salesiwoiitaniiin the ('lllployinenIt of one0 Phillip who had

ahiîo been ini the, crployient of the plaintiff, but who had not
cnitced( itnto any agrecînient with the plaintiff not toadrtcI
Iiiiiself as '-late with Koniskî,'' and he published advertise-
nments of bis flrmi 'Phillip (Russian) froin Iýonski. ' It was
alleged that the defendant wvas a partner of Phillip and that
this ztdvel'tisemeit W'aR a hrefteh of her agréement. Tie onlyJ
custopmer the defendant wvas provcd to have solîeited was a lady
w'ho, as the judgc found, had eeased to ho n custoîner of Kcnski
hefore the defeidanit 'si cxnphw'moent began; and he ailso fouitd


