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RE VIE W OP CURRENT RNGLISH'CABES.

(Rogintered ln aeoordanc. with th, pyright Act.)

SOLIOITOR-UNDERtTAKING BY SOLICITOR-ENFORCIX0 UNDERTAK.
19N--SU MMAItY PROCEEDING.

Utbiied Mimaing and Fitwnote Cot'poratioit v. Becher (1911) 1
K.B. 840. In this case the solicitor 's appeal from a summary
order made by Hamnilton, J., to psy over xnoney to a person flot
hie client pursuant to hie undertaking (1910) 2 K.B. 296 (noted
ante, vol. 46, p. 612), was compromised, so, that the question of
law was flot deait with.

BANK ACT (R.S.C. c. 29), s, 99-111-AoREEMENT BETWEEN BANKS
-TAàNsFE 0F ASSETS D3Y ONE BANK TO ANOTHER WITR A VIEW
TO LIQUIDATION 0F LIA BILITIES OP TRANSFERORS-CONSTRt'C-

MoFarland v. Bank of Moitreal (1911) A.C. 96. This is a
appeal from the Court of Appeal for Ontario on the question as
to the validity of the agreement made between the Ontario Bank
on the eve of its suspension of business, with the Bank of Mon.
treal, whereby the latter bank undertook to assume the controi of
the business of the Ontario Bank, reeeiving a transfer of its Rssets
and undertaking to the extent of such, assets to diseharge the
liabilities of the Ontario Bank, that bank agreeing to pay any
deflciency. It was contended that the agreement amounted ta a
sale of its assets by the Ontario Bank and was void because the
conditions of the Bank Act, R.S.O. c. 29, es. 99-111, had flot been
coznplied with. The Judicial Coinmittee of the Privy Couneil

* (Lords Macnaghten, Atkinson, Shaw, anr' Mersey) agreed with
the courts below that the transaction did flot amount to a sale.
but was in thE rýature of a loan, snd that the Bank of Montreal
were entitIed to prove as creditors for what appeared to be due

* on the footing of their aecounts of the asets received, and debta
discharged by them, and for their remuneration.

* CONVEYANCE OP GAS LEASES AND WELLS-RSERVATION BY VENDORS
0F BUFFICIENT OAS TO WORIK THEIR PLANT-CONSTRUCTION
»PEACH-SUJBSTITUTED GAIS OBTAINED TBY VENDORS FREE 0F
COST-MEASURE 0F DAmAUE-NoMINAL DAMAGES.

Erie County Oas Co. v. Carroll (1911) A.C. 105. This 'vas
an appeal f rom the Court of .Appeal of Ontario. The appeal


