
Jan' 6 ~ ~ ~ fVt~df~ C

j. Tuesday .,.... sO Ygar': £ay.
a. Wednesday. .Heir and flevisea Sittings begin.

Friçly... ... Chieot uËffio MMs died, ig$t.
Sundsy ~~ .... hdéay. ,tjhistnI.s vaion onde.

7. Monday.... î~, last day for notice for Hlary eM.
8.Tuesday ..... Court of Appeal l1à.

12. Saturday ..... SrCharles B&got, Gov.-Gen.f 1842.
.13 Sunday ïst. n Sumday afier 1paithm)'
14: Monclny ... Toronto Assises, jury (cvil) cases. ist week, Nierediih,

0.3. Assises (civil and criminal cases), at 1-lamhiltdn
(Robertson, J.);i London (Meredith, J.);, Ottawa
(Boyd, C.) Cnunty Court and Surtogate Sitting%.

20. Sunday .m- d Sunday spRphaty.
21. Mionday....Toronto Assises, ury (civil) cases. 2nd week, Armour,

C.J. LodCon born, 1561.
23 Wednesday. ..Williamn Pitt died, i 8o6.
. Sa!urday. Si,.8r W. B. Richards died, aged 74, 1889.

27. Surday .,,qrd Suptday &Pote- Epiphaly.
28. Monday ... Toronto Assixes, jury (civil> cases. 3rd week, I3oyd, C.

V1. Thursday ..... Eari of' Elgin, Gov. .0011., 1847.

Notes of Canadian Cases.
SUPREME COURT 0F CANADA.

Ontario.] IN RE Hgss MANVIFACTURING Co. EOct. 9.
1 EDGAR ti. SLOAN.

Widing,-te Act-Contributory--Protfloter of so>njany-Sake ofproterty /

coop,#zPy by-Rercirssùn.
Two brothers named H., being dejirous of purchasing a site for erecting a

building in which to carry on the manufacture of furniture, and flot having the
means to do so, applied to S., father-in-law of one of them, for aid in the
undertaking. S. obtained from the owners a conveyance of said site, the con.
sideration being the erection of the building andt running of the factory within
a certain time, or, failing that, the soin of 53,oo0. The building was erected
within the limited time, and, a company having been fortred, the m.inufacturing
business was started. S. was one of the provisional directors of the codpany,
having subscribed for ahanes to the amouât Of $7,500, and sobaequently the
son of S. and the two brothera were appointed directors, through whom S.
tnansferred the property to the company, having previouuly montgaged it for
57,o00, it having cost 57,30, besides which sorte S5,ooo had been expended on
it, the money being supplied by the wives of the two brothera, On the prop-
erty being transfcrned to the COmPanY, 360 shares of the capital stock of the
value of SSo each were allottedl to S., as fully paid-up sharea, and to include
his former subscniption. 234 cf these shares were afterwards transferred by S.
te hie son and daughter. The company having failed, the liquidator appf'inted
under the Winding-up Act applied ta the master to have S. placed on the list of
contributories for the 360 shares, The Master complied .with this requcet to
the extent of 126 shares standing in the name of S. when the windlng-up
proceedings were commenced, holding that S. purchased the property as trustee
for the company, and so gave no value for the miares assigned to l'lm. This
ruling was affirmed by the Divislonal Cournt (23 O. R. 182), but reversed by the
Court of Appeal (2 1 A. R. 66).


