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cîppelftU aOnd~l 11( the local gov-
eriment, second mortgage bonids were
te be issued with flic intercst (nîon-
cuelitla,,tivc) dependent, on the yearly
earings ; theu, by a law pass.ed to
give effeet thereto, the bonds were
t.i'eated ais hualf-ycarly bonds wvith in-
tcere2t; contingent on lhalf-yearly profits ;
tieu bonds were issued iii ternis of the
agrecin ont and uîot the law; and theu,,
by a certificate of the local goveril-
ijient, the bonds were erroneoasly cert-
ifietd to be -according to the lawy:

JIcld, in a suit by the holders of the
said bonds to, expunge certain items
debited zigainst- the half-year's ineoine
to the prejudice of the claini for haif-
ye,-rly interest, that, reading theagree-
usient, and the Làw together, the inten-
tion was that the account shiould be
taken at the end of ecd year and flot
iipon the footing that thiere wvas to be
a rest at the end of every ha.,lf-year

lIeld, farther, that costs of issuing
the bonds could not be cliarged against
incoiue to the prejudice of timir hold-
ers; and that, witli regard to the ex-
peîiditure on stores, the arnount charge-
i.bl to any one year must be regulated
by what is lfair in the interest of al
concerned. Jamaica Railivay Comïîany
v. Attorizey-Gene>-al of Jamaica, 1893,
App. Cas. 127.
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BUILDING SOCIETY.

MEMBER-NOTICE 0F WITH1DRÂWÂL,
-ALTERÂATION IN RULES MTER NO-
TIC.E XIN» BU-FORE 1'AYMENT.

The plaintiff was the holder of four
ftully paid-up shares in a building
Society. By one of the miles of tle
Society a inember on givilg one month's
nlotice iu writing might withdraw bis
skires. The rules also provided that
t.hcy might be altered by a inajority 0f
three-fourths of the inembers.

'Thefflaintiff gave tUe requisite notice
of withdIrawal ; but after sucli notice
-'Rd before lie was repaid the above
rMde was altered by giving the direetors

powver to pay off in priority inemîbers
holding less thau £50l in the Society:-

JHId, that althoughi the plaintiff liadff
at the date 0f his notice of ~ihr~a
iidfer the Aile t;hen in force a vested
right to be paid the auotnut (Iiie on his
sh.ares, lie beiîug stili a iiieuiber of the
socivty, wazs 1izble to hiave this riglît
divested by a suibsequcuit adteration iii
thc rmile duly mîade, mffd that lie was
therefore bomnd by t'le altercd raie.
Pepe v. City, and, Siburban .Permanent
Bilfding iSociety, [1893] 2 Ch. 31].
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0F GOODS.

1. ]?InEGHTCARI* WHiO Li-
ABlLE.

When the 'endoî- 0f goodls delivers
thiei to a i-ailroad to be carried to tie
purchaser, tho gli the titie iuay pfiss
to tie purchaser by such dclivery, and
the nanue and address 0f the coiisigule,
who is tic pui-ehascr, mîay be known
to the conipýany, the vendor IS 1)1-
sumed to, iake the coutract for trans-
por-tation oui bis own behiaif, aud is
hiable for the fî-cight, but sucb pro-
sunption inay be rebuttcd byevidence
showing tliat it was understood t-.hat
the consignco siotnld puay the freiglit.

An einployee of defexudants, whio had
sold ice to one ]ELY told the agent of a
railroad counpany that thore wvas a car
to go to hlim, without fai-ther instruc-
tions. Thc couipauîy biîled the car to
TI via conuecting carriers. No bill or
roceipt wvas given dlefendauits, and the
froiglit charges were inade to H by al
thc carriers, and bis for freigit sent
te hinu.

ffeld, safficient te show that it wýas
understood that H>, and not defend-
ants, shoulld pay the freiglit. Union
1Freight R?. Co. v. *ileSupreme
Judicial Court of Massachusetts, May
19e 1S93, (Gontrat L. Journal.)

Fiekic C. J. The plaintiff is the secondiii a
liie of three couunecting ailroads over wlich.
the ice was trnpreand the freight due
to the flrst two roads lias heen paid by the
hatst. Ve assume, without decidîng it, that
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