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Lk, ad, when reeeived, they heid the sanie in trust, flot for
person paying the saine, but for the corporation whose

Dt tbey were.. .
[Refernee to Great Etastern R.W. Co. v. 1ilunter, L.R. 8 Ch.
,at p. 152.1

The appeflants are, therefore, liable to pay the liquidator ail
mqy wliieh they paid or directed to be paid for commissions.
As i. the. appellant Perfect, 1 think that, with the exception
ý70O, the. evidence does flot warrant a finding that he paid or

tet b. paid any suni for commissions. At most he
aware of paymients being made by his co-directors; and,

le thee ja a minute of a resolution moved by him on the
h May, 1906, auithorising- such payments, he swears he was flot
m1y t. the. resolution and that the minute is flot true, and

-e i no satlsfaetory evidence to discredit him. lie also
mrâd morne cheques for the purpose of deposit to the credit of

proriional directors, but it does flot appear that he paid
jireted to b. paid any nioney for commission, except a
lue for $70W, which, wvith other provisional direetors, he
.d, an d winch on its face is said to be "an account of coin-

[ tbink Young v. Naval, etc., Co-operative Society, [1905]
.B. 687, following Cullerne v. London anld Suburban Build-
Soce.ty, 25 Q.B.D. 485, and holding that a direetor was flot
enally Hiable for mioneys unlawfully expended by his co-
gWa exoepting to the extent that he had signcd cheques for
ppoft, covers Perfect 's cm, and, therefore, that the
Un fur wliich he l eld liable joifltly with the others will be
ed to $700,
ubjet to the question of the amount for which the appel-

s Ker and Mackenzie are liable, and which rnay be spoken
efr mae sgsin, if not settled, the appeal of ail the appellants
pt Perfeet will b. imse with costs, anld as to hini the
rmt appealed from will be varied by redueing his liability
700. wlth no costs-of the appeal.


