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t:ulty occttii in the contstructiuîî of the' urdiîmnce, the CIourt
tire flot idisposcLi to ifiterpret it iii the sense coutcnIe< for
by thc efcîîn or to eousider it il corporation of sucli
hybridouls kind as %wotld tiot pecrmfit of its seekiîg those
riglitts hs Ileinîhers; aiscrt it (o hc osesSScc of, 80 that
wlîatever, îîluiîately, Sully bc the fine of this action wvhcn
the riglits of the parties Coule to, bc triecd, iii the Incai Urne
the dellitîrrer (if the, defeondants isdiîis.

In thc above, case, only twvo of the Jdgs viz., the' Cliief
Justice, and Mr'. Justice Gale, could take panrt in the dé-
libéré, the otiier .hidges lîaving hccî consultcd on the
Illaters ili dispute hefore thii eju ication to, the l3euch.

F'or iiiaiff.s,--Mclssrs. Johnson & Burroughs.

l'or l)efcndautits-Mlr..Cross.

DoRWIN, VS. WTb1-1tînoî

IHali' pay is not by Iawv trans-
ferable: btit t1îoughi the assign-
ment bc uitl, it cati be garanteed,
and an action uiaintained uipon
snich garoec.

This action wits broughit foi the recovcry of £44, cy
being the amnount of two quarters, half-pay, of Lieut. Clarke,
of thec Caîjadian Voltigeurs ; it was directed against the
defendant, who had becomie surcty jointly and severally
wiflh Clairke, for the fulfîhuient of the, stipulations contained
ini a dced of transfer, cf four yearsfuiture liilf-pay ; the haif-
pay was to be payable by B3ills drawn on Messrs. Hop-
kinson, Barton & Co., of London, to bc punctually de-
livcrd each quarter, and which were also to be reckoned at
a certain par of exchange, if flot paid. Clark neglected
te furnish the Bills, or pay the inoney, and tli-e action wgs
therefore brouglit against his surety.


