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twenty-one. The will directed the income to be applied for the
maintenance of ail the legatees indiscriminately, and Eady, J.
therefore held that the share of the deceased was flot vested though
semble, it ivould have been vested, if the direction had beer. to
apply the incarne of the respective shares of each legatee for his
or her maintenance.

RESTRAINT (IF TRADE-COVENANT -" JNTERESTEI)" IN SIMILAR BUSINSS-

SERVANTr.

Ccp/tir Diamond Co. v. Wood (1902> 1 Ch. 95o, was an action ta
restrain the defendant from comrnitting a breach of covenant
whcreby he bound himself nat ta bc ir.ierested directly or indirectly
in a similar buiness to, that of the plaintiffs within twenty miles
of Regent Street The allcged breach consisted mn the defendant
having accepted employment as a servant at a fixed salary in a
sirnilar busines.s. Eady,J. held thatthiswas not beîng "interested"
within the mne.ning of the covenant, and he rcfused an injunction.

FRAUDULENT CI)UVEYAUCE-AssirNM4ET FoRt BENEFIT OF CERrAYiN cREni-
TORS-13 Eu.:ý. c. 5-(R.S.O. C. 334, S. 4).

Afaske/yne v. Smith (1902) 2 K&B. i 58, was an appeal by a
claimnant in interpîcader praceedings from the deputy judge of a
County Court. The defendant Smith had made an assigniment
for the bencflt cf such of his creditors as executed the schedufle
thereto. The plaintiffs were execution creditors who had not
executed the scliedule, and they seized under their execution groods
assigned whîch ivere claimed by the assignee. The question wvas
%hether the deed was void as agyainst the execution creditor under
13 Elii. c. 5 (R.S.O. C. 334). The deputy judge hcld that it was,
owing ta the plaintiffs being omitted from the schedule, but the
Divisional Court (Lord Alverstone, C.J., and Darling and Channel],
1.1.) overruled hisi decisian and held that the assignment %vas ziot
void under the statute of Elizabeth.

ASSIONNENT OF 0CH03E IN ACTION-" ABSOLUTIC ASSIc.NMENT (NOT PUR-
rORTINc, TO DEÎ DY WAY OF CHARGE aNLv) "-ECIRITY FOR PEBT-
INSTRUMENT PASSING WIIOLE RIGHT OF ASSIC.NOR-JUVICATURE ACT, 1873
(36 & 37 VICT. C. 66) S. 2, sus-s. 6 (R.S.0. C. Si s, 58, SUB-S. 5).

In Hiighes v. Pump House 1-otel C. (1902) 2 KAB 190, the
defendants appealed from the decisioa of Wright, J., on a prelimi-
nary point of lav as ta the plaintiffs' righit ta sue in their own
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