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In lthe gooL -f Craushczj', (1893) P. io8, the executor narned in k
the wvill had, before the death of the testator, left EngL:-id under
an assumed name, having soid ail his effects; bis whereabouts
were unknown, and there xvas reason to believe that he did îiot
intend tereturn. Under these circumstances, administration \vith
the wiil annexed wvas granted to testator's \vido\v, who wvas the
sole bene6iciary, without requiring the executor to be cited. i

JOINT ,'IOCKC MI(:K s':Koie ,IIARIEs-RIýi'Ft7,,i. OF DIREUI'ORS~TO RUSE

NMPRASU RE 0F.

In. re Ottos KÇopje Diaind Mincs, (iýSc3) i Ch. 618, two ojr
threc points of cornpany law are <iscussed. This wvas a sunnnarv
application, under the provisions of the Companies A\ct, ta corni-
pui a company tce rectify the register by registering the applicant
as transferee of certain shares. The shares in question had been 7
purchased by the applicant bona fide froin one Gardiler on the
faith of a certificate issued by the company to Gardner, certifying
him to be the (Jwner of thc shares. After the shares liad been
transferred te the apilJicant, 'b e directors of the cornpany, s 's-
pecting tiîat there was soînething wrong in the issue of the
certificate to Gardner, refuscd to register the transfer to the'
applicant. The Court of Appeal kLîindley, Bowen, and Sinithi,
L.Jj.) agreed with Stirliing, J., that although the certificate granted
to Gardner dici not ainount to a warranty' of titie on \vhich the

applicant could sue the company at conIiuiiii law, nevertheless

as transferce of the shares therein nientioned ;also that the
applicýaiWs right of action arose on the refusai of the cornpanv ta
perform, the duty of registkring the transferee, w~ho bad shown a
titie which the company wvas estopped frorn disputing ; and,
thirdly, that the ineasure of damnages for wvhich the comnpany w~as
liable was the value of the shares at the time of the cornpany's
refusai te register the transferee.

COEAIx RRSrRAI\NI* OF I'RAlI I-GENE'IRAL REST RAINT-PARTIAI. RESTRAINT-

TRAîn IR'.?OOlIV-' II OLC-NUCIN

In Mýaxiim-.Nordeiijklt Gans Co. v. Nordenfeit, (1893) 1 Ch. 63o,
will be found a very elaborate discussion of the law relating te
covenants in restraiiîc cf trade, its origin, the principles on which H


