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The question before North, J., In fa Clough,
Bradford Commérda? BaniAg Co. v. Curé, 31
Chy, D- 324 was the Simple one, whether a
surviving partner haa power ta mortgage the
assets cf the partnership, to secure a debt cf
the firm. The learned judge held that he has.
He says, at P. 327 -

It is clear that the surviving partner could bave
paid off, out cf the assets of the firm, any existing
debt, and therefor; ho could equally w.ll satisfy
any creditar by giving security ilpon il nart of the
assets.

PMaOoTBBa oLA~-Gxr-8au ommoç
Lydney and WigPool Iron Co. v. Bird, 31 ChY.

D. 328, was an action in which the principle
established in the celebrated case cf Emma
Silver Mining Co. v. Grant, il Chy. D. 118, was
sought to be invoked. The defendants were
employed by the vendors ta form and launch a
company te purchase soma mines belonging
ta the vendors; and it was agreed between
themn that the defendants shoulci receive a
commission cf £îo,8oo eut of the purchase
money of £ioo,ooo. The defendants under-
teck ail the business connected with the issu-
ing of the prospectus and bringing eut of the
campany. They subscribed the art--l-9 of
association, and guaranteed the subucription
of the shares offered te the public. The cern-
pany was formed, and the commission paid by
the vendors te the defendants; but the pay.
ment of the commission was net made known
te the cornpany. On its being discovered, the
ccmpany brought the present action te cein-
pel the defendants te refund Lt. But on the
evidence Pearson, J., held that the defendants
cauld net ho deemed te ho promoters, but
that they were iiuerely agents for the vendors,
and that the purchase rncney liad net beeu
ineoreased for the purpose cf providing for the
payment cf the commission, -d therefore
that the defendauts were flot hiable. In the
agreement for sale cf the mines, entered into
by the venders with a trustee for the intended
ccmpany, a stipulation was ineerted 'that the
ccrnpany should employ the defendants te
onduct the sales of the company's ores at a

commissioni; which arrangement was te con-
tinue until gaod cause should b. shcwn to the
contrY, and this agemrent was adcpted by

the company on its formation. But it was
held that the intereet which, this arrangement
gave the defendants was net sufficient ta con.
stitute thera prometers, and the action wae
therefore dismissed.

VEiIDO AliD OF8H8a-AwE0 VSNfO» TO bâEOW
TIrLI.

Ire Yie;ding and Wosibrook, 31 Chy. D- 344
was an application under the Vendor and
Purchaser's Act, R. S. O. c. log, s. 3. The
vendor had failed te prove title, and the appli.
cation was made te compel hLm ta refund the
deposit with intereet, and te pay the coste cf
investigating, the title, and cf the application.
Pearson, J., made the order asked, and made
the costs a charge on the vender's interest in
the preperty.

8enîxre-~sLxeEcs-t7MÂByJcZXSrnoTION.

The only remainîng case in the Chancery
Division is flatté,, v. Wedgwood Coal Co., 31
Cby. D. 346, in which it was held by Pearsen,
J., that a plaintiff's solicitor, whe had obtained
au order directing certain purchase money te
be paid into Court and invested in consols,
was guilty of negligence ini emitting te take
the necessary stops te have the investment
made as provided by the erder, and was liable
te make good te the persan erztitled te the
money the lese occasioned by his omissien te
get it invested, and that this liability might be
enforced by surmens ini the action

Evmz«Ja-LGzxà-o.

Turning now to the Appeal Cases for M arelà,
the first calling for attention is Thé Ayésford
Peerageé, il App. Cas, i, in wh eh the cnly
point cf interest decided by the Lordg ie that
although a mether cannot bo hieard as a wit-
ness te bastardise her own offepring hemn ini
wadlock, yet statements made by her ante
lite, Pnotam as te its paternity are admissible,
net as preof cf its illegitimacy but as evidence
cf conduot.

Oc0àAsî-TaMwspzm orSànaPzo-y

Thé Socié-té Génorale v. Walker, i i App. Cas, 6r,
je a decisian cf the lieuse of Lord s on a question
c f sorte importance. M., the owner of shares
i à cornpany, depouited with S. certificates

cf the shares and a blank transfer as security
for a debt. Afterwarde he fraudulently e.
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