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CONTRÂCTS WITH " OFFIcERS AND THEIR SUOCESRS " 0F UJNINCORPOBÂATED COMÉPÂNIES.

murer, tbough it was a promise Vo pay to stone, and adopted by the Court as rea-

the treasurer' The right of action waa sonable in Howcley v. Knight, 14 q B.,

therefore vested iii the Commisionere 240. ,1V is there said that a bond given

themuelves, and noV in their officer&. So Vo a corporation sole, and his successors

long as the, particular officer with whorn would enure as a bond Vo the corporators

tbe contract ini made remains alive, ho and executors. On the other hand, pro-

rnay have the right Vo sue-but upon perty g! 'ven Vo a corporation aggregate

bis death, what thoni To borrow the does flot go to execu tors, but is taken in

words of Wiîlie,, J., in LbiY Parker, succession. In the case of a corporation

4 C. B. N. S, e209e if the Court, waS Vo sole, thie property would ho in aboyance

hold that Vhe secossor-of such an offi- tiil the successor existed: the corpora-

cor could maintiain tho action, it would ion aggregate alway4 continues Vo ho Vhe

ho trenching upon the prerogative of identical grantes or purchaser: p. 2.53.

the Crown by making a new species of The resuit then is that in the con-

corporation -a corporation sole for the struction of such instruments as we are

purpose of bringing actions. Similar considering, Vhe wôrds "souccessors in

observations wero made by the sme office " are to be rejected if ini law the

judge in Gtray v. Pearso%& L. B. 5 O. P. contract is snch an -one as will survive

568, and a general rule laid down' aïs aidý pane Vo the executors of ths obligee.

Vo such cases, Vb.at Vhe proper person Refer Vo Vhs languulge of C~oleridge, J., in

Vo bring an action is the person whose ffOt&e! v. KnigPie, at p. 257. luI Dan«e

rigbthaa been violatid. SSealoEvans V. Girdkr, 1 B. &P.: N. R, 40, à bond

v. Hooper, UL 1 IQ. B. D. 45, wee the *Wis granted Vo, twelve persona payable

Court of Appeal approved of ths Iaw. Vo therf and their sucoess un governors

For this rea it was naid by Vhe (Jhief of the socisty, of muiinconditioned

Justice ini Sirange v. Lee, 3 EAst, 495, that Vo secure faithful petformance of dutio

a bond Vo the persona thon conatiVfltifg a by their treasurér. Thesooiety was an

banking-hollse, and Vheir successors, oan- uniiioorporated one when ths bond was

noV ho adrnitted, but it may ho drawn so given. Manofield, C. J., said: -The bond

as Vo render Vhs obliges, answersble, noV io inaccurately drawni, boing given Vo

only Vo Vhs present, but o, a&H futurs cesftI pers5ona as governors of Vhs so-

partun in the bouse. And thesme ciety and their euSée50rs. The inten-

difflculty ài adverted Vo by Lord Deuman tion was no donbt that the bond ehould

in- Grame v. 0049~ 9 A. & e 356. be payable Vo, tbome who isholdý sucoeed

E'ven if a corporation mole, ini the per- the obligees as governoft&l -%tý thi. Vhs

son of Vhe treasurer and bis succeasors lew doos noV stw n hs bond can

could ho thus conatituted, stiI1 it would oiuly bB consideredas9 giw.flt, eb twelve

not give a rigbt Vo the subsequent in- obligees, and womld ultixnatolY have been

cuxubent of Vhs office Vo bring an action payable Vo Vhe repreEitativs of Vhs lutV

in Vhs case supposed ; becaume, if Vhs aukrviviog oblige&' The reauît in 'Sncb

personal contract, were allowed Vo des- a cae thoni wOuld be that wbxch i

cend Vo, sucb muccessor, Vhe right Vo re- so Versely expremsed in Dicey'8 Book on

cover would romnain in abeyaS cat the p«rtes, p. 128: The right of aoVioù on

corporator' (i.g. offic.r's) detbý util hie a oontrsst made with mêveral permons,

succommOr WUl appoinwVe d-i& the right jointlyt passe on Vhs deatb of eacb Vo,

when once aspended would Diot revive. Vhs survivO , and on thes death of the

Ths às Vhs principie laid down in Black- laut, Vo bis reprementativea..


