
to Musgrave would have been illegal, bis procuring the plaintiffs
to indemnify him was flot so, and that iii any case tbe plaintiffs
wverc i pari delicto. North, J., however, held that tÉe transaction
wvas illegal, and that the plaintiffs were in no way .participators
in the illegality and were therefore entitled- to have the shares
retransferred, as they claimned.

SOLIOITOit-At.TRORtITY TO DRFEND-DEIVDANT COMPANY, PISSOLUTION OP,
PRNDENTE LITfC-JUDGMSNUT AGAINST DisSOLVED COMPANY-ADlATEMENT--
Cosra, LIABILITY OP SOLiciTORt FOR.

Satton v. lVew Beeston Cycle Co. (zgoo) i Ch. 43. After judg-
mnent had been recovered against the defendant company in this
atction, it wvas discovered that the company hadJ been dissolved, and
the judgnient was consequently invalid. The plaintiff thereupon
dl>plied to set aside the proceedings subsequent to the dissolution,
and to compel the solicitor who had continued to act for the
defendant company after its dissoletion, to pay the costs of the
abortive proceedings. 1It appeared that the action was tried on i 6th
March, î8qq, and judgment was given on the 213rd March, and that
the company had been dissolved on i 2th November, 1898. The
solicitors for the defendant company were iristructed to defend in
February, 1898, the campai»' being then in liquidation, and it wvas
subsequently dissolved as the resuit of the liquidation proceedings.
T'he solicitor had no knowledge of there having been a final meet-
ing of the defendant company until the day of trial, and they took
no Steps then ta find out whether the dissolution of the coznpany
had taken place. The solicitor contended that the juclgment ivas
vkilid notwithstanding the dissolution. Stirling,J.held that the judg-
nient was invalid, but that the solicitors wvere flot liable for costs
incurred before they had notice of the final meeting, lie howvever
said that they were then negligent in not making the necessary
inquiries to flnd aut whether a dissolution of the company had
taken place, and ini consequence were liable for the conts subse-
quently incurred.

DEVOLUTION 0F £STATRS- "Ni) TRANSPER ACT, 1897J, (60 & 61 VICr., C.
65), S. , 4. 8-, BS-0-u 2 ; @- a24, $SU»S- 2-(R.S.0. c. 127, &. 4 )-EXECcvToias

lIn Po Pawkiy &3' Londons anad Pmnn'ialz Bank (îgao) Ch. 58,
was an application under the Vendors and Purchasers Ac 't. After
the passing of the Land Transfer Act 1897 (6o & 6 1 Vict., c. 65),


