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and aleo undertaking " to sati6fy and discliarge ail the debts,

liabîlitie, contracta, and engagements of the venidors in

connection with the said busilness, arnd te indernnify them

and keep themn indem-nifled and harmiess againet and from

aU lîability, proceedings, claim and demande, in respect

thereof.
Notwithstanding the incorporation of the company, and

the said agreement, the. Bank of Hamiltoir coutinued to

niake advances to Mrs. Clark as il she contmnued to be the

owner of the unlimited companies above narned.

The special eaue states that " neither the said Luixton nior

the icBnk of Hlamilton (hie assignors) had until the mnaking

of the winding-up order, any notice or knowledge" cf tiie

agreenient of lat June for the transfer of the businesýs of

tlie unliiited coînpanies to the lixuited company--af admis-

sion which indicates that the credît given by the batik was

to Mrs. Clark as carrying4 on business under the naines-- ef

the unlimiited complanies.

Furtiier, it le stated lu paragraph il that the solicitors

for Luxton and the liquidator attended ia thege winding-tip

proceedings « befcere thie Master in Ordinary in reg,-ard to

the said dlaimn, and attellupt,. were nmade by the solicitons

sudi the said liquidator to corne to au amnicable adljIstrnent

of the xnatter; and, while thie said liqutidator at first ques;-

tionedt thn ,ouni(ection etee the said 'Milton Crfatiiery

Cernpany>ý and the Toronto, (Jrvam and Buitter Coipa.ny»

(tlie two buie -~ arrled on i>y Mrs. Clark iunder tho..

BerTnes), "lhe (the liquidator) wa és afterwavfrde willing te con-

eelle thei'-aille, but thyfailed to ig-ree abouit the anmunt of

ther said claiim."

'Neéither party hroughýt upl the qulestion of ther liability

of the Iimiitied complany for iis dlaim or any adjudication

as tu bbc anont or it, aud the miatter stond over sine div.

T'Itiniatoiv thv clainiîant Duxton broilght an avtion lu tiie

Iligbi Court ngainst MNrq. Clark pe(rsontlly and thie twe iii-

limiitedl compannies above rnetioned, for the arnoiunt of tlue

adrvanieg rilifde te ber ~ythe Biank of Ilarnilten, And ti

avtion wae4 triedl bdrore Anglin, J., in MNilton on 141th April,

19J0q. sudrcslte ii a verdict iii favoiur of Liuxton againt

ail the de(fi-ndiat for the eumii o! $17,121-10 and cos.e

1 think it ise dear, f ront tbe etatemenTtg ln thev sperial

case or admuasiong.l that the above action was inýRtititod by

T.u doin aigainst M.Nrs.. Clark ag thxe agent, or allied lundis-


