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and this action waa brought to restrain Zhenâ from, no doing. The
plaintifis contended that the agreement, and the reservation and
exception in the deed, were void for uneertainty for flot specify-
ing a trne -when or a specifie place where the tunnel was to be
mnade. and that they ivere also void as offending against the law of
perpetuities, and also that the &efendants wvere not entitled to
the benefit of the agreemnent. Eady, J., who tried the action, hield
that as against the original covenautors, the railway conipany,
the provision ini the agreement as ta the tunnel was a personal
contract and was flot obfloxions to the ride against perpetuities,
and that the beneflt of the contract could bc assignedl and liad
been validiy assigned to the defendants, during the continu-
ance of their terni; and on bath these points lit was affirmned by
the Court of Appeal (Cozens-dlardy, lM.R., and Moulton and
Farweil, L.JJ.). Eady, J., also hieid that the recrematian in
the deed mtoiintcd to a regrant of an easernent by the plaintiff,
and was nt-t voici for uncertainty and was flot ultra virts of the

frailway eoirpany, but crn these points the Court of Appeèti ex-
pressed no opinion.

ENI'ROPRa.%rrON\ - COMPU'LSOav PUROFIASE - WIrIENINO STREET -
NOTICE TO TtiEAT-.%NDOWNER ftEJECTflNG OFFER-WIT[I-
DR.AWAL Oi"' NOTICE-DA.%MAGES.kIr, Wild 'v. 0011?,ich (1910) 1 Ch. 35, a notice hiad been givei.

Y-J îby a municipal corporation to trent for the purchase of land for
the widening of a street. The landowner rejected the proposed
offer on the ground that more land wa8 proposed to he taken
than ivis neesrthe corporation thon withdrew the notice,

~ iand the plilintiffs then brought the preseuit action to reeover
damnages orcasioned hy Rervice of the notice. Eve, J., held that
they were not entitled to suceed and the Court of Appeal
(Cozens-I-lardy, M.R., and Farwcll and Buckley, L.JJ.) affirnicd
his decision, holding that wvhere a notice to treat is served the
landowner must either treat the iotice as good, or repudiate it as
a ivhole, but cannot aceept it in part, and rejeet it in paîrt; and

whcre ho bas not accepted it as a whole, the notice mnay bc with-b;'.1 drawn, without imposing on the corporation giving the notice
any ii'bility for damages.
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