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thore being nothing in the statute requiring a
special mode of signature, the ordinary rule
applied that signature by an agent was suffi.
dient, and, that though it was irregular for the 1
agent ta sign the name of bis principal without
denoting that it was signed by attorney, the
gignature was not on that ground invalid.

OOPAN-WINDING U-IiJO UT OF' JURIIDICT!ON.

In Re Anglo-African Steainship CO., 32 Chy.
D. 348, an application %v'as madle to Kay, J.,
ta autiiorize service of an order for a call upon
certain contributories out of the jurisdiction,
which wvas refused, and the Court of Appeal
affirined the decision. Gotton, L.J., r's

Service out of the jurigdiction is net a power
inherent in the court, but is only given by statute
sa as to be binding on British subjects, and net oni
others. TIhere is no proof that the persons to be
served are British subjects. But if they are, I amn
of opinion that the court has no juri- iction ta
malce the order asked for,

See Re Busfieid, ante, p. 239.

PànTXSrRSEIP- ýCTION To L'OBPEL PARTNER TO RION
NOTICE OF DISSOLUTION FOR PUBLICÂTION-OT.

Hendn, v. 7'uriter, 32 Chy. 1). 355, was an
action brought tu compel a retiring partuer te
sigu a notice of dissolution for publication in
th3 Gazette, no other relief being claimed.
Pending the suit the defendant signed the
notice, and a summons was then taken eut by
,,laîntiff, aslcing that defendant mighit be
ordered to pay ail the caste of the action. It
watt contended by the defendént that the
action wuiold net lie, but Xay, J., held that it
would, and he ordered the defendant te pay
the costs.

ba1'rLEKsw-AYTES>Q~1s PaOPURTT-RE1TÀXNT
ON ANTICIPATION.

In Re Citrreiy, Gibson v. Wa 'V, 32 Chy. D. 361,
itwas held by Chîtty, J., that a restraint on
anticipation is equivalent te a restraint on
alienation, and therefore property of a rnarried
wasnan, acquired by her after marriage for her
separate use, subject te such restraint, was
flot bound by a covenant for settiement of
after acquired property contained in her
marriage settiement.

WIDN P O5%DrEa-DISOHIAUGM OF EMLOYES.

In Macdowall's case, 32 Chy. D. 366, Chitty,J,
hold that the rule established by Re Ckaptnan,
ý. Pq. 346, that an order for winding up a com-
PRny operates as a notice of discharge te the
WeVants of the ce mpany when the business of

the company is not continued after the date,
of the order, applies thongh the liquidator,.
wîthout continuing the business, employs the
servants iu analogoits deties te those previously
performed by them fer the company, with a
view te rnconstruction.

COMPANT-WINI)ING Ut'- PZTITION DY EýXICUTON.

In Re Mlasozic G. L. A.ý CO-, 32 Ch>'. D. 373,.
Pearson, J., held that the executor of a creditor
is entitled to present a winding up petition,
before he has attained probate, and that it is.
sufficient if he cbtain probate before the.
hearing of the petition.

Dyntevor v. Tennatit, 3:z Chy. 13. 375, is a de-,
cision of Pearson, J., on the law of -asements..
The facts of the case were shortly these
Three joint owntLrs of an estate granted a bcase-
for x,ooo years of a certain strip running,
througb it, for the purpose of making a canal,.
reserving the right te build bridges over the.
canal. Subsequently the three lessors par-
titioned the estate, andi the bed cf the canal
was allotted to ene of them who subsequently
sold his reversiun bn it te the lesee through
wbom the defendant claimed. The plaintiff,.
who was a successor in title of eue of the
other co.ewners, claimed the right under the
reservation in the len ,ýe te build a bridge
across the canal for thu purpose of connecting
certain parts ef hie estate which it intersected.
Pearson, J., held that the eaE.-ment wvas ex-
tinguished by reason cf the .. vc. ý ion iii the
bcd of the canal having becorne vested in the
lessee, wvhich had the effect of putting an en&~
te the lease.

AccvxULATION 0F ENTIR NOK-ÀNBNN5

The case of In re A lford, Huitt v. Parry, 3z
Chy. D. 383, was oue in which an attempt was
madle te induce the court to extend the prin.
ciple of Havelock v. Havelock, 17 Chy. D. 807,
without success. A testator gave hie real
estate and his residuary persenal estate upon
trust to accumulate the income for twenty
years after hie death, and subject te such trust
upen trust for a nephew for life, with remaim-
der to his first and other sons successively in
tail. No provision wvas mnade fer the mainten-
ance of the nephew, who was an infant at the
time of the testator's death. During his min-
ority the court had,,notwithstanding the trust
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