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holders of every company, whethcr incorporated ir. California
or elsewhere, are personally liable for the debts of the company
in the proportion whiein the shares which they hold bear to thê
whole subacribed tapital. The plaintiff company, therefore,
claimeil te recover f rom the defendant the proportion of thle
debt due by the defendant under this Californiia law. Kennedy,
J., however, lield that though the defendant might have lWI'i
ijiade liable therefor if sued in Calffornia, while within the jnris.
diction of the Courts of that State, yet that the plaitiifs could
nlot sueceed in an English Court, because under 'dnglish law
the limitation of liability wam the legal basis of the shareholdors
relaition to ýhe companly. English Courts cannot rec-ognizo lis li
vrlid cause of action a debt arising by virtue of a foreigii law,
whieh is inconaistent with the English law of the limited lial'il.
ity of shareholders; and that the defendant in becoming a shire.
holder upon the ternis of the memorandum end articles of
association, did not authorize the directors of the copav to
pledge his personal credit for the priee of the goode supplied.

EMPLOYER AND WORICMN-" WORIKM %N' -COMPENSATION FOiR
INJIURIF,4-PARTNER WORKINO AT WAGES.

In ElIim~ v. Ellis (1905) 1 K.B :324 a very simple quiest ion
was involved, viz., whethier thsp partner of a firni whio workelil(
as a foreniati for wages, Nvas a workinan witlini the Workioni's
Compensation Act. 1897 (60 & 61 Viet. e. :37) s. 1, and w4 suv
entitled to compensation for injuries sustained in the courso of
his employaient. The Court of Appeal (Collins. M.R., nndf
Mptliew and (zens.-llardy, L.JJ.) decided that lie wvas ijot.
That the Act contemplates thiat the workînan shall be emploYedl
by some other person or personm, and that the. deceased, heiig
hiniseif elle of the partnere of the !.rm for whihhewsvr-
ing, could not be said to be emploýyPd lhy thein. This deeision
wonld prohably be deemed an authority on the eonstructibut of
the word ''workcman'' iii The Workman 's Compensation for
Injuries, Act (R.S.O. e. 160).

1 à ~ WEIGHTS AND MEASURES-WKIGH-INO MACIIINE-FALýSb OR UNi LIST
à SCALEi-WEIUHTS AND ME.xSl'RES ACT, 1878 (41 & 42 VICT.

c.49J) s. 25-(R.S.C. c. 104 s. 4).

London County Cotincil v. Payne' (1905) 1 K.B. 410 is
another instance of the strietness with which the Weights and
Measures Aet, 1878 (se R.S.C. c. 104, &. 4) is construed. In thuis
casqe the defendants were wholesale tea nierchants and received
orders froni seine of their customerrs for quantities of tea ti ho


