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of the. bank; and the. debentures were flot given back to the. cern-
pana The. other debenture holders el"iied that the debenturee
depositeA with the bank were catinfied by the payment of the
credit, and could flot be re-charged with the £50 or any othtce
auni. Warrington, J., so held, and the Court of Âppedl (Coz-
ens-HardyW, M.R., and Barneo, P.P.D., and Kennedy, L.J.)
affirmed his deeision.

INFANT-WÀED OP COURT -RELIGlOUS EDUCATION OP WARD -

Wmp'ARE or INFrANT-INFANTS CHOIC01E OF RELIGION-

CRÂGER 0P RELIGIOUS EDIUCATION AT REQUEST 0F INFANT-
DiscxoETioN op CouBT-Foam 0F OaDRE AB TO RELiGiotii mDu-
CATION 0F INFANT.

In Re W. 'W. & M. (1907) 2 Ch. 557, an application was mnade
to the Court by the next fricnd of an infant for an order au-
thorizing a change in the religions education of the infant in
the following circumstances. The applieant was a youth of
fourteen, and he and a sister who was about eleven, were the
children of a Jewish father, both parents were dead, and the
ebidren ,were wards of Court. Ar order had been made in
1904 for the bringing up of both children in the Jewish faith.
The boy had accordingly been placed with a Jewish sehool-
master, but had expressed a desire to be educated as a Christian.
FIe and his sister wcre attached to each other, and Kekewichý
J., after seeing the boy camne to the conclusion that lis wish
should be gratified, and as h. thought it would be detrimental
;o thc affection between him and his sister that they should be

ediicated ini different faiths, he -made an order that both should
be brought Up as Christians. The guardian o! the infants op-
pealed and the Colirt of Appeal (Cozens-Hardy, M.R. gnd
Moulton and Parwell, L.JJ.>, while upholding the order as be-
ing -n the cireumnstances in the best interest of the bo,-, con-
siderefl that there was no Sufficient ground for making the order
as to the girl, as to whomn it was therefore rescinded.

Comp.ANY--DiRECTORS' LIABILITY FORt FALSE PROSPECTUS - CON-
TRIB>uTioN-DIRECTORS' Lx: BILITY ACT, 1890 (53-54 VICT.'

c. 64)-(R.S.O. c. 216, ss. 4-6.)

In Shepheard v. Bray (1907) 2 Ch. 571, the defendants ap-
pealed from the judgînent of Warrington, J., (1906) 2 Ch.
235 (noted ante, vol. 42, p. 640) and after the eaue has been par-
tially argued the judgment was reversed and action distnissed,


