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was entitled to a haif This deperided on whether the children
of the nephew took as tenants in common or as joint tenants.
The representatives uîf the deceased brother claimed that the
words, "shall be paid," irnporte1 a severance, and that therefore
they took as tenants in common, iclying on a dictum of North, J.,
In re Aikinson (1892) 3 Ch. 52 (at p. 54), but Eve, J1., corsidered

that this dictum was flot well founded, and was opposed t o iLe
decision of Knight-Brucc, V.C., in Gordon v. Atkinson, 1 DeG. &
Son i76, and he theiîore held that the chîldren of the deceascd
nephew took as joint tenants, and the survivor of them was
therefore now solely entitled.

COMPANY-GUARANTY-LIABI.ITY 0F NMEMBERS TO CO.NTRI BLTE-

CALL OF FULL AMOUNT ON TWO MENIBERS ONLY-DELAY IN

PAY1NG PREVIOU7S CALIýS-IJUNCTIO-N'-)E(LAlATION OF
JIGHT.

(;allou'ny v. Hallé Conicerts Society (1915) 2 Chi. 233. The
defendant soeiety was an incorporated musical society, limiteil
l)y guarantv, and( the articles provided that cach memiier should
be liable to contribute. and should, when demanded, pay to the
comniittee any sum uiot exceeding £100 (therein called the con-
tribution) in addition to ans' liahilitv in case of ivinding up unuler
the guarantv clause in the miemorandum, and that Ilie vommittee
might from time to time make catis, as tbev thotught fit, 1upon eacli
meunher in respect of A moneys unpai(l on his ->nt rilt tion, mnd
that cc niemiier shahl pay every cail so madie 'ii liin- as appoinitel

bthe committee. The plaintiffs wver, two nîmesof t lie
societ 'v who liad objecteul t the policy i.f the comnut tee an m du
been dfilator*v in paymient of two smiall ýall,, and had also omiittedt
to paY a third cali of £10 madle in Jlure, 1914. Th'le commit t ee
therefore, in Mareh, 19 15, passed a resoaut ion callhng 01) th le nt ire
uncalled balanices of them, I w()mo hu~ thle reason alleged being
their refusai to paY the pr(vious cahîs, an 1 the traulel( andl expense
therel i incurrc<l by the snvc(ty. The j,înifscaimed ail ni-
junction, and( also a declarat ion tliat thle rsoiot iont of the comi-
mit tee wvas invallul. Sargant , I., beld that, even if the commit te
had powier under the articles, ini a proper case, to maki' catIs on
certain niembers xvîtlhout making similar calîs on thle rest, nlo
suficient reasi)n had heven sliewn for si) dbing as against the- plainl-
tiffs, and thie resolution wns îleclared to 1w invalid.

WILL- -SoLI)IERt-ACTUAl, MILITARY E<'e-TITAINi
TW() WITN E5SES-(;I FT TO7 ATTESTI NG 1ITNESS-WiLs ACT,
1837 (1 VICT. c. 26), ss. 11, l1.ý-(li.S.0. c. 120, ss. 14, 17).

Iii re Limond, Linopd v. Ciinliffe (1915) 2 Ch. 2410. In this
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