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D, Mutey due te a bank ou bis of exchiaage faut.-Fréla nd y. P'earson, L.aw Rop. 7 Bq. 246,

drawn and aooepted by directors of à mIniug 2. The plaintif' contraoted to purchue et.

Coimpany, lndorsed by the Company and dis- thse defendant a bouse donorlbed lu the p4Nr .

ou.uted by the batik, tihe piocenda of whieb ticulars of' sale ns I "ftechold," subJect te ce. ~
woe sipplied. la matist'ylug an overdrawu ne- tain conditions. Condition 5 was~ i iTâ

Coti £20)o the ompany with thse banti, abstract of' titie Witt commence wt

sud the balne@ (£000) foi, thse bonofit eof lie voyance etf April 17, 1880, &BdI no eau '

ýé. ~ Company;- helil not due as on a loa vithini shill lnve8tigate or take ny objection lu re.

thse mearng ot' thse articles wiih probibited spect of the titie Prier ta the commnencement,

thse directors frotu contraetlug any lan beyond of' thse abstract." Condition 9 was: 'tifan U

£500 witlsout the consent of tise sisarehlders. error or missîtatemnt shill appear ta have

la re </a ~iea li??, Lo,, Lav lsp. 7 Eq. 88. brun mnade in the particulars of' uaie, It lu net

2, A bai (A.), unantborizod te accpt as to anul the sale, but gisall entitie thse pue.

sejrit shreslu noter ank ox~pt ~ ebaser to compenrittion Thse abstract ot the

traust'er to a third pertion, tock a transtfer or' dc-od ot' April 17, 1860, recited anl indeuturi,

shaea u abak (3 ) inwhah ise wee and aise other oneaosby which the pro.

namod as transferees. This wns exe.euted net perty vvqs Convyt.d te the defendant's testate

ssudr sol, ut b tis sinatue et tie ba- l fée, subject (se Ar as tisa pretniseh wer

ager Uak(. eevddiisBso i~ uljeot tisereo) to the covenants and ceudi.

shares. Blatik (13.) beibg orderp.d woiidç op, tiens ln the said indenure. Tise plaittte

held, tisat banlc <A.) sus a contribuU 'y,- a8kedu furliher explanations ue wb--t tises,

Royal Banke of lidia'a Ctzée, Law Itep. 7il. 91, Covenants and Condiios were, whleis wqs
it e utracirs l a ankng refused. [Iîdd, tha~t the plaitiif was enticded

8. Tiengiste an uui,,cunbered freehold titls, under thne

eemanyte ey isaca s oethr Cte deed of' April 17, 1861), anti ivs tiserefore sa-
ou speculation, yet It May take snob sliares

on deposit as seourvity, and bave tiseni tracs- titled te resoind lie Countract. -1hillos v. Oug

ferred iato !te own nome, and tises becorne ehawR.4Q.3.1.

mubjeot te tise liabili'.y attaching to sisare- 8 iaonre'a saenre esi

holders lu sucs Coiupany.-Royal BalAk of it te A., represeiiting il as couiilng 1,580
lnda'sCae, aw ~.4 C. 22.acres. A. ligreed te ssii It te a Company, ati4

Sesa', CseAN, 8; @ ChAT ô2. part or' the prie wilq paiti isy tisent te hlm,
£75,000 lu cuiisl, and £75,000 in bonds of' thse

A.,a sldo, eed avety.ive wihina tew censpaisy, and A. pitid tihe vexsdor £50O,000 s
A., wiow, gedBeyety-ivewitin afew a deposiit. It appeared that thse estate con-

tInys after lir8t seeing B., wiso olaimed te be a tained ouiy 1,100 acres, and A. tisereupon
h "spiritual mnediume," was inducod, t'rom iber wrote te lte venlbor dehiing te complets.

bellet that site w.8s tulfiliing thse wisises ut hier Tise oompany at'terwards resoinded tise eort-

Fdeeeased isusband, couveyed te ber tbrougi tract, and A. brougist au action agaluat the

thse medliu of' B., te adopt bite as ber son, vendor, wii was comprensised by repayment

cand transfer £24,000 te bite ; te seale ber et' tise deposit and rescissien et' tise contrnet.

wiii ln bis faver; te gise bite a furtîser ene Tie compauy tlledi a bill againat A. antI soue

et £6,00(t; and aise te settie ou bite, subjpot eCher defendants, vie bad agreed ta shaN

te bier life-lintere8t, £80,000 (these gîfts beîng witis hlm, fur a roturn et thse £75,000, and et
without consideratlon, and witisout paver ot' thse bonds. )ld, tlîst tise bill was inaintit-

tr. revocation). Ilezd, that tise relation cxiling able, that tise Company mlgbt TesointI for tais-

between tisen insplied tise exerciae of' dominion rorsentation, tisongi they usigit have beeu "

sud influence by B. over A.'s mnd ; and tisat able te ascertain thse extent et' thse estate. sud (
as B. isad net proved tisaI tisese gifts woro tise tiviî tisey ver. enîitted te repayltuent of thse
pute volitutury nets o. A.'s ntind, they must £75,000, and te a rotera et' the bond$, 6n4
bc set aside.-Lien v. Honte, Law I.iep. 6 Eq- isad a lieu on a portion et' tise £50,000 repati

655.te A., wicisbl beu pald ino court.

UBAan-SgC Cx.'SIon; SALE, 2-6. Tise contraet proilded tisat tise estàte, au t

VUNeoIu ANI) PoUBCIASMIt OsP REAL ESAiwr. exteet et' ccreasr, sisould be takten to le out

1. Oe a sale by order eor court, the puroisaser cluslvoly sisown by certain deeds. ieUIa

will nt be compeled te take an equitable tubt this vas uerey envyanclng coditi u US


