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directors of," &c., Ildo promise to pay, " &o.,

with the company's seal affixed. IIeld, that
the directors were personally liable.-Dutton

vMarsh, L. B. 6 Q. B. 361.
See BILL or LADINO; CONTRACT, 3; P.'AR-

NERSHIP ; SET-oF1F.
BO~N.-See BILLS AND NOTES, 1, 3 ; SURETY.

BROKER .- Sec CONTRACT, 2; STOCKc ExcLIANoz.

BURDEN 0F PRoo.-See PRESUN.PTION.

CARGO. -Sec FREIGHT.

CAIIRIER.-See NGGEC,2.

C"IIAnO.-SÇee NONSUIT.

Cr{1.LITcet P.ITY -Sc FRELIHT.

CLAS.-See DEVISE, 12; PtIteETUITY, 1.

CODICIL-See ILLrGIMATE CHILDIIEN, 1; Lita xtcy 4.
CoMPNTY'l

1. One company agreel to transfer ils busi-

ness to another; the shareholders lin the firet

to become shareholders in the seconîd. Cer-

tifi.,atec0f shares in the second conipany were
sent to the shareholders in the first, wlth blank

recelpts therefor. IIeld, that a shareholder in

the first comps.ny, filling out andi returning the
receipt sent hlm, was a shareholder in the
second; but a shareholder taking ne notice of
the communication did nut become shareholder
in the second coompany.-Challi8s'ase, L. R.
6 Ch 266.

2. The M. Insurance (jo. agreed to amalga-
mate with the A. Insurance Co., and notice
thereof was sent to S., a policy-holder lu the
M Co , with directions for surrendering bis
policy anti obtaining a new oae lu the A. Co.
S. did not surrender bis policy, but on subse-
quently receiving a notice of an allotment of
profits front the A. Co., he accepted a sum
allotted te hlm. IIeld, that S. hati adopteti the

liability of the A. Co. in substitution for that
of the M. Go-Spencer'.ç Case, L. R. 6 Ch. 862.

8. F. was a policy-holder in the N. F. Iu-
surance Go., and shareholder lu a second com-
pany, andi both companies amalgamateti with
a third, which assumeti their liabîlities. .Ueld,
that F. became a member of the uew company,
and loet bis dlaim against the separate &ssets of
the N. F. Go-Fleming'8 Case, L. R. 6 Ch. 393.

See SHIAREHOLDER.

CONDITION.
A company was empowerod to seil certain

landis, provided it should Ilfirst offer the same
to the persan or persons of whom the same
'were purchased by the said oompany." lleld,
that the right of pre-emption was lirniteti to
the actual person who solti, and diti not extenti
to sncb person's representatives. -Highg ale
Archway Co. Y. TJeakes, L. R. 12 Eq. 9.

Sec APPORTIONMENT, 2; CONTRACT, 1; EJEOT-

MENT; MORTOAGE, 3; VENDOIE AND PUR-
CHAS ER.

GoNSID'ERATIOse -Sec SETTLEMENT.

GOieNSI'Esx-See PRINCIPAL AND AGENT.
GONSTEUCTION.-See BILLS AND NOTES, 3 ; CON-

TRACT, 3; DEVISE; FoREiGIE ENLISTMENT ACT;
FORFEITURE; FREiGIET; HUSBAND AND IE

ILLEGITINATE CIIILDRRN, 1, 2; INFORMATION;

LELSAC; IMORTGAGE; PERPETUITY; POWER;

RESbDUAnx ESTATE; SHAÀuEuoansu; SURETY;:

TAX; TENANCY IN COMMON; VOTER; WILL.

GONTRABANDO0F WAR.-SeC FoRESON ENlISTMENT
ACT.

CONTI-eoEîer REiusi,12E)R.--See DEVISE, 1
CONTRACTý

1. A pianist enoeage'd ta play on % ceriain

day, but was preveîuted h)y ilunes:. Iield, tlîýjt
there was an implieti condition in the coutract
that illness should exci.e lier- jjo v.

Davidon, L. R. 6 Ex. 269; 7 C. L. J. N 8 137.
2. Detendant reque8ted bis brokers to pur-

chase 100 sharosfor hlm. The brokers gave bis
name as purch.%ser of a portion of the share8
to plaintiffs brokers, and the plaintiff accepted
the defendant as purchaser, and made ont a
deed of transfer, whlch Ivas accepteti for the
defendant by bis brukers. Defendant subse-
quently refu-ed to accept the shares. HIel1d,
that defendant was bounti by bis brokers'

acceptance of the transfer; that pRrchasing
shares lu several lots according to cnstomn of

the Exchange was necessary aud lawfnl; andi

that there was privity of contract beuveen
plaintiff anti defendant.-Bowriny v. Shepherd,
L. R. 6 Q B. (Ex. Ch. ) 309.

3. A wrote to Bý as follows: I authorize

you to draw upon" me for a certain sum. lui
drafts at three menthe' date, which I engage

to have renewed tbree times, by drafts of the
same date, making the currency of the credit
twelve months lu ail," yon "ta furnish me
witb funtis ta pay eacb set of bis previous t0
matnrity, lu order to keep this company out of
cash advance." B. ackuowledged the letter,
repeating its terms, but addie'g ta the same
the 'words "for the said tuuelve months." After
which B. added, IlWe subsoribe to the engage-
ment of renewing three times our drafts with
furnishing yen with fuuds te pay the drafts
renewed, la order to keep you out of cash
ativauce for twelve months." The last set of
bis became due a few days beyond twelve
meonthe from the time the first set was drawn.
fleld, (overruling judgment of Exch. Ch. andi
Court of Exoh.), that B. agreeti ta pay each
set of buis previons to Inaturity, not simply to
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