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îsarily-sete Dellebough v. Frederick, 12 0.W . 1121-and
ahould therefore have been namned ini the statement of dlaim.
But the defendant 8eems to have waived this.

The atatenient of dlaim, however, ini thé more important
respect, wau clearly invalid. Lt does flot appear if defeud-
ant or hMa solicitors were aware of the a8signment of Gth
July, bel ore delivering the statement of defence. W'hen that
îs ascertained, I wül dispose of the cSs of the motion.
If they had this knowledge, these coas will be in the cause.

L*TcîoR», J. J4sUÂEy 22Nr>, 1909.
WEUKLY COURT.

Ru NIPISSINO PLANINO MILLS LIMITED.

RANKI'S CASE.

CormpaySare-SubscripijýN-.<,sceW for Allotm.,d-
Evîdenre aç to A Ilotmet- Win diingtp-Conw-i'iitory

Appeal 1)y the liquidator of a compaiiy ini course cf wind-
îng-up from an order or report of the loc-al la!;ter at Nor<th
Bay, refusing te isettie R. Rimkin on the liat cf conitributorie
of the Comlpanly.

J. A. Macintosh, for the Jiquidlator.
C. A. Masten, K.C., for R1. Rtatkin.

L.AT(rouOILD, J. :-Thie company w-ag iricorporaitedl hY let-
ters patent under the Ontario Companiea Act, B. S. 0.
1897 ch. 191, on 4th April, 1907, before the Coxupanieq Act
of 1907 came ixito force.

Ranikin was; not orns cf the applicaRnta; for incorporation,
andl didl net mign the memorandum cf agreement exexutet
in duàplicate, which, by piuh-Rec. 2 of sec. 10 of ch. 191, is
reqired to aiccomipany the application for incorporation. In
thiu his caseo differs froin Re Provincrial Orocerg Limited,
Cabler-woods Case, 10 O. L. IL '705, 6) 0. W. P1. 74-4. The
m4rlillrandumjiy which was flleil with the Provincial Secretary
nlppears upon its face to haive been signed1 and gealsd on~
28th Marrh, 1.907, and is in tlie formn presqcribed ini schedule
A. to the Act.


