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)IGEST op ENGLISU LÂw REPORTS.

if ail moneys wbicb rnigbt be payable in res-
pect of them. might be deducted from, bis corn-
mission. The manager of the company told,
bim that he would be Ilallowed the privilege
of paying tbem. up as convenien t; " where-
upon be took the sharps, and vas registered as
bolder, but neyer paid any money on tbem, or
received any dividends. le also signed and
sent to the manager a proxy paper, but wrote
to ,him that it was on condition that be djd not
tbereby cancel the agreement to allow him to
pay calls for commissions. Hie attended twO
meetings. His commission vas flot sufficiefit
to pay for the shares. lleld, that he was lis-
ble as a contributory. The above agreemnft
vas flot a condition to the subscription, but
vas collateral. Also, having beld biniself out
ns n sbsxelîolder, to induce others to talle
shares, be was precluded, as against theni,
froni denying it.-Bridger'8 Case, L R. 9 Eq 74

3. Mien a shareholder, who bas notice of
misrepresentations of the company, whieb
entitie bum to avoid bis subseription, says
notbing, but stands by, while he secs other
8bareholclers bringing -suit for relief on likze
grounds, be cannot long afterwards elect to
avoid his countract. -A ltley's Case, L. R. 9
Eq. 263.

4. A. owned shares in Rtailway Company .
and also stock in Company Z. Ile gave bis
address at B.'s bank to X Co., and nt a club
to Z. Go. B , wbo bad cbarge of the certifi-
eates, fraudulently sold them, and çorged
transfer deeds. X Co. and Z..Co. wrote to A..,
informing hira of the transfers (X. Co. receiv-
ing no answer, Z. Co. receiving one forged by
B.), and then registered the transfers, and
delivered new certificates. On bis against
X. Co. and Z. Co. and the purchasers : held,
that A. vas entitled to delivery up of the cer-
tificates, to bave the transfers cancelled, and
to bave dividends tben or thereafter to be due,
but without costs. Decree without prejudice
to any question at law or in equity between
the co-defendants.-JTohnston v. Renton, L. R.
9 Eq. 181.

5. The broker of a b>mnk, by order of the
directors, bougbht shares in tbe enme, to be
taken by the directors of the compauy, and
vas credited for tbe price paid by bum in bis
banking account, kept with the sanie bank.
Tbe bank vas afterwards wound up. Held,
tbat, although, tbe transaction vas ultra vires
of the directors, the broker was to be allowed
tbe item of the 61'ove credit in the balance for
wbich he proved.-Zulueta's Claim, L. R. 9
Eq. 270.

See D,%AoA s; NOVAvILî; PRIVILEGED CO>I-
aIUNICATION ; IVINDlNG UP, 4.

CoMPENSATION.-See NOTICE.
CoMPOUND INTERES'.-See LIMITATIONS, STATUTS

op, 2.
CoxPRomisE.-See HUSBAND AND WiiFE, 5.
CONDITION.-See COMPANY, 2; FORFEITURE.
CONDITIoNAL LiMITATIoi.-Se FORFEITURE.
CONSIDERATION.

A. gave a note for £520 on demand, with
intereat, to B. Afterwards B. signed an agree-
ment that tbe £520 sbouid be repaid at £25
each quarter, witb intereet. In a suit by B.'S
administratrix for the £520, held, tbat the
agreement vas witbout consideration, and no
defence.-Mcllanus v. Banc, L. R. 5 Ex. 66.

>See VOLUNTARY CONVEYÂNCE.

CONSTR UCTION. -à.Se BAN KRUPTCY, 1; COVENANT;
DAMAGES, 1 ; GUAEANTY; INFANT; INSUSE

ANCE, 2, 3; MARBIAGE SETTLEMENT; NO-
VATION, 3 ; PATENT, 3; POWER, 1, 2, 3;
SIIERIFF; SIIIP; STATUTE; WILL, 3-6,
8-12.

CONTRACT.-See ACTION; BILL5 AND NOTES, 1;
COMPANY, 1-3; CONSIDERATION; UX
ANTY; IIUSBAND A-ND IVIFE, 1-3; INTEItEST;
LitiTATIONS, STATUTE 0F; MORTGAGE, 1;
NOVATION; PARTIES; PUBLIC EXuînîvîOZl<
RESTRLAINT0F TRADE; SECURITY; TRUST.

CONTIBUTOaY.-See COMPANY, 3.
CoNvERSION.-~See LEGACY DUTT.

COPYRIGHT.

1. Tbe proprietor of a newspaper bas,
Witbout registration under the Copyright Act,
such a property in its contents as wiii etitiî
bum ta sue ln respect of a piracy. But tue
piracy of "la list of bonds " is not a case foFr
an interlocutory injunction, as a correct list ih
easily got, and it is liable to frequent changes'

-Coz v. Land and Waler Journal Co., L. R
9 Eq 324.

2 Plaintiff wrote nn essay for tbe Il WeOb
Eisteddfod," to prove that the EngliEb are the
descendants of the ancient Britons, which be
published. Defendant aftersrards did the like.
ILS book vas like plaintiff 's in theory, arale
ment, and, to a great degree, in the citatiOD
of authorities. The latter facts were exp1ftilletî
by bath parties baving taken tbeir referenccS
froni Pritchard, and tbe tbeory by the cail

of vriting. Two authorities vere scnnl
taken froni the plaintiff, and certain reecuItS
were bised upon bis tables. The writing 'y
the defendant's. .lleld (reversing the deciFlion
of James, V. C., on tbe facts), the Pifl'ti
vas flot entitled to an injunction.
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