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in by a customer after bankinig hours, anid is put iii a separate
place by itself, aud not entered*in the regular books of tixe Bankl,
and the Baiik fails, aud does ixot openx ou tixe xîexýt day, the nieces-
sity of failiîîg haviiig been already agreed upoil by ail thie part-
ners, the custunier îuay reclain his deposit aiid hold it as agraiiust
the assignee of the bankrupt. (i) 'rîxouygi ini another case,
wherein it \Vas showNv that the bankers. %Nere ini the habit of receiv-
ing, anid the custoxuer w~as iii the habit of nxiakiiig, deposits after
banking- Iours, andc that such deposits w'ere alw'ays regarded and
treated by both parties as if regularly mxade duriiig bankiiîîg Iours,
and the baffkers had not deteriiiiined uponi the necessity of fa-iling-r
whenl the cleposit was inade, a contrary decisioni was reaclied. (2)

(To BE Co' TINUI.D.)

SUPERIOR COURT JUDGMENTS.()

LIA13ILITY or BANx DiRE.CToRS.

MACDONALD V'. RAIKIN.-Plaintiff 15 1101(er of 111,5 shares of
the old Colnsoli-dated Bank of Caniada, the par value of w'hich
is $ i i,5co. Defendaut wvas 0iie of fixe directors of tlie baiik at
the time of tIe failure. The baîxk w~as formed ini 1S76, aîxd wvas
the resuit of a combination of fixe City ]3auk of Montreal and the
Royal Caxiadian Baxxk of Toronto. Thle Coxsolidaýtedl Banxk carried
0o1 business for three years. and xveut into liquidation iii August,
IS79, auid up to withiu a few mionths of the failure paid dividends
iii the regular way of six to seveix per cenit. yearly. \Vheil the
banik w'as liquidated it turiied out that out of a capital of $3.477,-
224 anid a re:serve Of $247,65o. 17, nakziiug iii ail a total Of $3Î,724,-
874. 17, everythiîxg liad disappearcd except $460,ooo. 0f course
this disappearauce hiad takeix place in the previous tliree years.

Thle preseit action is instituted against dlefendant. Raîkin foi
fixe recovery of $i5o,ooo for loss and damiages sufféred by plaintiff,
owing to fixe defenidauit's neglect, of his duties as a director of said

(i) Thirelf.al v'. Giles, cited 2 M. &t Rob. 492; Sadier v. flcher, id. 489.
Se further, re.Ceîîtral Bk., iS 0. R. 611.

(2) I:x pare. Cluttoîî, i Foiib. 167.
(ý1) This (lecision wvas rendered by Mâr. justice Pagnuelo i3t11 Dccexnber,

189o, in thle Sulperior Court at lâoutreal, and the case has becîx takenl to
appeal by the defeîxdaut, where it -iow rcsts. Xith'iu the past month a
suiflar suit lias liecu enternd ini the Superlor Court againist H-on. w. w.
Ogýivie, a second director ini the Conisolidated Biank, f1llow.iiug a suit
agaiiîst. M\r. Roberi. Iackcy es qualité, prcviously eîxtered and stili pcndiug.
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