
£NOLISE CAM. ~ 477

the death of hiep hushand she had reeived one-third of the rente
and profis of the land, but in 1905 it wau about ta be made avaiI-
able for building purposa and the hefrues of the teitator di.

puted her right to any moue than one..third of thei rentai actua8Uy
produced at the death of the testator. The defendants resisted t
the action and contended that the plaintiff's rlght te dowor wua
now barred under the~ Statute of Limitations, 3-4 Ww. IV. e. 27,
s. 2, as amended by 87-98 Vict. c. 57, s. 1, but Eve, J., who tried
the action held that as the plaintiff was in posession or part pos.
session within the~ statutory period the Mtatute did not afford any '
defex±ee. île also thought that the plaintiff wus entitied to an
&4signment of dower aceording to the proeunt value of the prop- £
erty at the time of the uasignment and with tis conclusion the
Court of Appeal (Coens-Hardy, M.R. and Mouiton and Buck-
ley, L.JJ.) agreed. It may be noted that this decision agrees
with that of Proudfoot, V.-C. in 1Preer V. Greê.i, 27 Or. 68, and
ini Laidlaw v. Jackeg, ib. 101, where he diuaented from Spragge,
C. and Blake, V.-C. The view of Proudfoot, V.-C., in the latter . 1

caewaafterwards made law by statute 43 Viet., e. 14, o
R.S.O. c. 133, s. 26.

BIJILDIN0 FSTATE--RE$TRIcrTIVE COVaENNS-"OPFrs;sIVE" TRADEC
OR USNSBLLPSTING---ADVRTISEMENT.-HOARtDING--
"BuILozNo' '-MANDATORY INJUN0TION.

In Nitsey v. ProvMnciai Bdi Posting Co. (1909) 1 Ch. 734
two points are deeided, one, that a hoarding for posting bil on
is a "buiildinge" and second, that bill posting is an offensive
trade within the ineaing of a restrictive covenant rgainst carry-
ing on an offensive trade. The covenant in question wsu against
Perc.ng any "building for mannfacturing purposes, or for the
carrying on of any noisy, noisome, offensive or dangerous trade
or calling." Moulton, L.J., who dissented from the majority of
the rourt (Cozens-Hardy, M.R. and Buekley, L.J.) considered
that the word ùiJensive must be construed ejusdem generis with.....
the words "noisy, noisome and dangerous" and therefore bill
posting was not an "offensive" trado within the meaning of the
covenaint.

COMPANY-BOND-CONSTUUCTIONq-BONUS PÀYABLE OUT OP PRO-
1ITS-ISSUE OP PÂXO-UP SHÀPM IN SÂTISPAOTION 0P BONUS-
DIWENDS OUT OP CAPITrAL--IgEtE 0F SHAME WITROT 00N-
BZDBATO-WAN? OP ODOMM&TIONi-ULUr. VIMM.

lu Bire v. Famatiia Developrnent Corporation (1909) 1 Ch.
754, the plaintiff claimed to restrain the defendant company frein
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