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the pvohibited ares. The reelpient of the letter who was flot in
fact the debtr, as a result of the correspondence which ensued,
purchaied the debt, an& for his serviees to both parties in the
mater the defendant received payment. Eve, J., thought this
wam a carrying on buiuess within the prescribed area contrary
to the agreement and granted an interim injunti.,n, but tle
Court of Appeal (Cozens-I-ardy, M.R., and Moulton and Buck-
ley, L.JJ.> held that it was not, and dissolved. the injunction.
Buck>ey, L.J., remarke thitt, according to the construction Eve,
J., put on the agreenent if a solicitor in London wrote to Toronto
to dernand payrnent of a debt, he would be carrying on business
at Toronto whielh he thought an extravagant sud absurd pro.
potion.

CoMPÂ&NY-DREOToRS-QuAZFicÂTION' MIARES RELO BY DIREC-

TORS IN TRUST vos RMTR-IFÀÀC-AAE

lu re London & South Weste~rn Ca.iWz (1911) 1 Ch. .346. This
was an application in a winding-up proceeding to rnake certain
directors of the company liable in respect of their qualification
shares for whieh they had paid no consideration, and which morne
held as a gift fromn, and others as, trustees for, the prornoter. By
the Enghish Companies Act the flrst directors of a comnpany
appear to be bound to acquire their qualification shares by pur-
chose froin the company, and Eady, J., held that their acquisi-
tion from the promoter, either as a gift froni, or in trust for hizn,
was a misfeanance on the part of the directors, for which they
were liable to the company for the value of the shares which
would have been received by the company, had the shares been
acquired front it; and as il appeared that morne shares had been
aold at par, each director waa held liable for the full arnount of
his. qualification sharea it their par value.

WILI,-Gl' TO COOLATEAL-DZATH OF DON=I BEFORE TESTATOR.

-ATTEMPT TO INCLUDE RIWRMSNTATIME 0F DONEE PEDE-

CEABING TESTATOR LAVING~ ISSU-WIa ACT, 1837 (1 VICT.
c. 26), s. 38- (10 Eu)w. VIL c. 57, m. 37 (ONT.)).

In re Greleyj, WiUlougklj v. Drummond (1911) 1 Ch. 358. A
testatrix, in the exercice of ia general testamrentary power, ap-
pointed a trust fund top, clans of eolha'terahaj who should, be living
at the period o? distribution, and atternptedl to inchude in the
clas the issue of memnbera of the clas who should predecease her


