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RtENT -usn or ww -REvERsioNIKR-PErfSONAI RrLPRESUNTýýTIVE.

ff astings~ v. North- Eastern Ry. (i 899) i Ch. 656 the Court of

-' Anpeal (Undley, M.R. and Rigby and Williarrns, L.ji.) affirins the
jticgrnent of Byrnie, J. (1 898) 2 Ch. 674, notcd aunte p. 182, holding
t1iat the reversioner and ilot the personal, reprcscntative of the
1c.ssor wvas entitled to the rcnt rcserved in a Ibase of a right of way.

MARRIF.D WOMAN-Gi.-,%*nRAL POWI-R OP AipoiN.NTE' .- ExERCISE, O!e (RNERAL

iovKR-LiA!UU],TY OF API'OINTEI) LAND TO I'-M RI ~OE5PRO.
ERjýjTv ACT 1882 (45 & 46 VICT. C. -M), s. 4)--(R.-S-O. c. 163, s- 8-)

ln re H-odgson, Dap'epl v. Hlodgson ( 1899) 1 Ch.ý 666. A. married
\minaii having a general powver of appointment over a fund, byv
jLvj wili appoiîited £Li 100o of it to one Dai-le),y in satiýfactioin of a
.Yh-!t, and that amount due from one to her." As a niatter of fact
ti;r-i- was no debt due by the testratrix to Darlev, but a dJebt of

ti îon was duc froi lier husbanid to Darley-and the evidcence
satisfied the Court that it w~as this debt whichi %vas referred to iii
t1w appointment. After the dcatli of the testratrix lier hiusbarîd
Imidc the debt to Darley, but it app:eaýed tliat there werc debts due
hv tlie testatrix, and that, including the 'l'i toc, lier estate wvas
iiiýýIvcnt, The question was whcther thcre liad becti such an

x.Cr'cise of the power of appointiient as to inake t')e fund
appjoiiltcd Hiable for the testatrix's debts gencrally unider the Married

\VmnsProperty Act 1882 (45 & 46 Vict. c. 75) S-4. -(.S.O.c. 163,
s. 8;. It w~as contended that the appointrncnt failed flrst becausc
tlie debt to Darley was not oving by thc testatrix, and secondly
I)ccaiis it liad becn paid by t'ic huLsband who reallv wc it, but
N Nrth. .was of opinion that thc appointrnlent %as valid at the time of
thie te.statrix's dcath, and thoughi by reason of lier daim being paid,
l)ittlcy might flot now bc beneficially etititled to the fuild, y'et, tlie
appointaient having beeni validly made, the fund becamle liable
mnder the stptute for the payrnient of the testatrix's debt.- genierahl>'.

PRAOTIOE-ATTACHIMRNT-- E'NlroaCI\ ORI>ER At..%XST 7oRimRvrION-Dirkw-

TORS LIAIITY OF~, TO Al'TACFIi*dNT-SERV'ICE LIF 6R0R(UE oq

I lc ceozwu v. joint Stock Insiitte 1899) i Ch. 6, 1 the plain-
tiff sought to enforce an order against the defendatît company
i equiring it to deliver accounts. He therefore rnoved for an attach-
ment against the sole direztor, and the secretar)' of the defendant
coînpanly. The order in question had beeni personally served on


