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In TaylPor' v. Neate, 39 Ch>'. U. 53, it %vis held by Chiitty, Jý, that notwithsta±n(
ing articles of partnei ship provide that on a dissolution of the firni there shall be
a division of the assets, tic Cou t ha.i, nevertheless, jurisdiction to direct -ale of
the busines::s as a iigoinig concerni, and will do so where that is tie nîost leficial
mode of realization, and for that purpose will, after dissolution, appoint a recciver
and manager unitil a sale of' the business, for the purpose of presci-ving the assets b>'
carrv'i ng into effiect existing contracts,and entering into surh new ones as arc nece';-

~ayfrcarryiing on the business in the ordinary way, but so as niot to impose
hy speculative dealing or otherwise, onerons liabilities on the partnerz.

U0MPA~ V-DIkSt lORS M~V1~<u--~NoTIuL

Mi ne /floier I,)ixtrici GO/d C'O-, 39 Chy. b. 546, application having been
invite(] b>' a cotnpany for 1o6,oooD preference sharcs, at a meeting of the directors.
five in number, it %vas resolved not to aI1W, any of the shares till 14,OSo werc
applied for, Subsequently, two of the directors (a quorunm) called a meeting to
bc held the saine day as the notice was given, and without specifying the business
to be tt'ansacted. The meeting wa.s held at two o'clock, on a five 'iOurs' notice
to two of the other directors who did flot attend, of whoin one did not receivefils notice tii! the next day, and the other gave notice he could not attend tili

A0Iw1PSM'T IN RL'3TRAINT OF TIÀDI§.

Bake'r v, He(dycÛck, 39 Chy. D. 52o, wvas an action ta restrain the defendant
t ram violating an agreement entered into by the defendant wvith the plaintiff, on
entering his ser-vice for the term of three years as a tailor,-not to enter the
service or ernploy of any other person, or enter into any engagement or bc con
cerned or interested in carryinig on his own account or othierwisc, " any ousiness
whatever %vithin tlie distance of one mile from-- --during the continuance of the
tîrne or withtn tvo years of the tern-i or within two years thereafter," without the
plaintifi's consent ini writing. The action was to restrain the defenidant sctting
up as a tailor wîthin the prescribcd lirnit. But it was held by Chitty, J., that
the agreement %vas void, because of the general restrainL of ail trade, and that
effect cotild not bc given to it by rejecting the general restraint, and limiting
the iagi-ecment to the business of a tailor.

AîîysTTî~<-A5î'î'v ,iAuUI, u RÉAL EmSrÀ,Tt Ti*,,tN- IroR Livic mN Rm IDR

la: re Mc.t,7ones, tiidllitsoi, 39 Ch>'. D. 534,a testator had died entitled to
certain real estate, charged with ani annuity which he had covenanted ta pay-
a contest ai-ose as to ho)w t-his charge should lx borne by the tenant for life, and
remaindernien, ta whoin the' testator hail devis'ý,d the propcrty. it was hcld by
Chitty, J. that the annuity niust be capitalized and the burthen borne b>' the tenant
for life and emaindcrinen, in proportion to their respective interests.
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