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Ikld, also, that s. 53 Of c. 2o5, R.S.O. 1897, did not empo-ier the
company to disregard the trusts, aithough it relieved them from seeing to
the execution of any trust to which the shares were subject.

I ~ The defendant A. K. J. brought into court the arrears due on the col-
laterai mor-tgage and the plaitii« company accepted the arnount in satis-
faction of such arrears.

Hc/d, that the company could not consolidate the two mortgages as
against A. K. J., as she was a purchaser for value without it being shewn
that she was aware at the time she purchased the equity of redemption in
the lands that any prior rnortgage existed against the six shares iii the
hands of the company

Judgrnt of NIACNIAHON, J., reversed.
Bar//Icil, for the alN)eai. Luscorn6c, contra.

PHILIl'S 7 ~OE
Faiconbridge, C.J. K. IL, Street, J1.] [,Niarch ni.

Il'/-il of smne icout ofjui ,sdjiction- OA/jot e.veiscdeý t/z rougit
POS/0/J '/at-- -A (tPc Oi.

Ant appeal froîîî the jUdgrnczît reported ante 3 0.L..1- t
[)îvisional Court xvas dismisscd with costs.

P'er FAi CONBRIO6GE, C.j' . If the agreement of Mfay ist, 189q, xvas
comi)lete tbe contract wvas made in Quebec zbut if it was to be compieted
by the enlargemnrt acts of the parties therc ivas no authority to the piaintiff
to use the post office as a nieans of coinrnufficatiotî.

Per S[rPEr, J. The plaintiff nîight bave notified the defendants that
tbey desîred them to becoine the purchasers of tbe goods, ibut they had no0
right to prescribe the dates at wbich the defendants shouid pay for thein.

Their letter was oniy a proposai to take the goods upon the ternis
proposed therein requining an acceptance by the defendaîtt to make it a
compiete contract tbe onus of shcwing which, ivas on the plaintiffs and was
nut satisfled.

Judgmnent of NIFRFDI -H, C.J.C.P., affirmed.
J",r/,K.( ., for appeal. Geotrge Kerr', Jr., contra.

Meredith, C. JC. P., MIac NIahon, J., Lotint, J. ] [March 13.

REnI;NA 7% NIcKINNON.

.SU mmat' conv7ictionl.

'llie Ont1ario Sttmmary Convictions Act, R. SO. c. 90, s. 2, has the
effect of iiîcnrporating s. 841î of the Crimiiîai Code, and therefore in the
case of any oflece punishabie oit sunîary conviction if no tinie is speci-
ail>' linîtted for tnakitîg any cotnplaint or iaying any information under
the Act or lawv rclating to the itartictilar case, the compiaint shall be nmade


