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DiGEsT 0F ENOLisx LAw M&PORTS.

strinnent was an " undertakiug for the payment
of mnoy" within 24 &i 23 Vie. c. 92 s, 2.-

Bqv. Chambera, L. R. 1 0. C. 841,
$u BÀsKRupToy, 4; PaiOMiTy; PlooF.

oîe-uMEaOUàîrr.

BloxEa.

1, l johber lu the stock exchange agread ta
purchase certain shares of the plaintiff, and
gave him a ticket containing the riame of the
transferce to whom the shatres yvere nfterward
tranferred. Subsequently the traivifere turned
out ta ha an infant, of wivhch fact bath tlie
chler parties lied been Ignorant, and the
plâiîitifr was obliged tu pay calla on the shares.
The plaintiff brought a bill alleglng that tlie
jobber was the principRl lu Raid sale, and prny-
ing specifio performance and indecmnity for all
pest snd future calle. Id, that the custoin
of the stock axchian.g discharging njobber
when lic had given tlie naine of the transferee
aud paid for the ishares, (lisnhargad the defan'
dati,-Beinie v. Horiù, L. R. 13 Eq. 208.

!. The defendauts, fruit-brokers, gave the
plaintiffs a contrant note as follows: «'We Mytxe
buis dlay eold for your account ta our principal,
fifty tons raisins. Mf. & W., Br-okaers."; The de-
feudant's principi,. accepted part o! tio raisins
only, aud the plaintiffs sued the brokers, offering
evidenna of a customi In tlie London fruit trade
tnit if the principal was not named lu the con-
tract note the broker was personally bound;-
sien of a smniller custam lu the London colonial
mnarket. ield, thftt the evidenica wus admis.
sible, and Iliat tha brokert; were hiable for the
non-performnance of the contrant. - Flee* Y.
.Ifftn, L. R. 7 Q. B. 127,

3. The ui eudaut, a tnerclînt Iu Liverpool,
ernployed th1e plaintiffs, talluw.brokers lu Lon.
don, Wo boy fifty tons of tnllow for him lu
Loiffon. By he custoru o! the London Iallow
trade, brokuers contract lu tlîcir owu naine and
are personîîll& hiable for the total quantity o!
tallow they need, pîissing 10 tilîir pîrincipals
bougliî notes for the specific qîîantity ordered.
The plaintiffs bouglîx 150 tons of hîîllow and
saut the dcfenda,îb a botîglît nte for 50
tons ancording to said custoni, and the de-
fendent refused ta acrept. fle!d (hy Kelly,
C.B., Clîanncll, B3., aud Blackburn, J.), that the
defendnt was bound by said custoni. IJeld(by
Mellor and Hlanncu, JJ., and Cleesby, 13,), thaI
the pîsintiffs, being rnployed as brokers, could
net en up a custoin o.f whlcli the defendant
ivrs Ignorant, wvheoby ta maka thîornselves

e principale, -Mnll1ett v. RZiaoL. R. 7 O. P.
(r, x Ch.) 84~ ; . c. L R. 6 O. P. 645 ; 6 Amn.
Law, 1ev. 473.

BUILDING,

An uufini8hod house, of which ail the walls,
external. and internai, ware huit and fitlshed,
the roof on and finiéhed, a cousidarable part
of the fioorlng laid, and of wvhichi the internai
walla and ceilings woe rondy for plastering,
held, a building. -Rsg. v. Marining, L. R. 1
O. C_.. 888.

cAftoo.--&,e SUIP.
CARRIER.-Sed BAILXMSNT.

CLABS.-&e LroAcy, 5,
OonîCîr-Se WILL.

CommoS< OÀ4taia.-&e 13,ULMENT.

COMPÂ?Çf.

1. The directorsof a company forniad ta tae
the business of an old lirai, issued a prospectus
in whicli they oamltted te Fitate the lnisolvency
of the firin. The directors belleved that by
obtaining additional. capital froni the sale of
shares In the company, the business of the firm
could lie carried on with profit, 1khZ, that the
directors were personally liabla for omission ta
state the firmes iîîsolvency lu the prospectus te
the pîîrchaser of shores, unless the latter paît-
poned for an unreasonablo tlmo inquiry int
the truth o! the representations in the pros-
pectus upon tha faith of which he took hie
shares, .lt seems, tiiet if an aliotteb of shares
la barred froni iroceediug against the directors
by time or condonation, hie transfèes la barred
alau.-Peele Y. Glurney, L, R. 13 Eq. 79,

2, A. applied for shares in a company, and
on March 15, shares ware allotted him, and the

etter of allottoîcut was posted Marcil 16. A.
lied ornitted lu hie application the namne of the
city lu wblch ho lived, and in consequence sisid
letter Jid no reach him until 1March 21, On
bMarchi 20, A. pnatcd a letter of aîlotmeut posted
a letteî' withdrawlng lii application for shares.
.el(L tbaI the lttIer of aliotment poi;ted ta the
address A. hied given, wus a gond alloîmot.--
lit rc Imnperia? Land Coa. of MareiWee Town-.
endu's Ca-e, L. R. 18 Eq. 148.

8. Iu 1866 S. agracd ta become a director iu
a Company aud qigucd the mernorndun o!
association for 200 ishares. Before signiug,
the isolicitur of the corupany iïi.>rined S. that
he could withdraw if two-thirda of the capital
were% n subs-ribed, but the articles (if assocla.
tion only provided that the directors nned not
go on wiIh tht compauy If Raid amount were
not subiteribed. Tiiedirectors re@olvedtbsgi
businese bs*fore osud amnount waa subsnribed,
and S. tixerefore resigned as direelor, anad hie


