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OOUPAU»Y-SHAIH CRiFICATE-SEAL 0F CO!P.PANY-FORGERtY 0F DIRECTORs'
SIGNATURES-PRIIICIPAL AND) AG£Nt-SCOPE OF ENFLCYXENT.

lIn Ruéen v. Grea~t Finga!! Consoiaaled (1904) 2 K.B. 712, the
Court of Appeal (Collins, M.R., and Stirling and Matthew, LJJ.)
have fouind it necessary to reverse the decision of Kennedy,, J.
(i19c4) i K.B. 650 (noted ante P. 452), from whicb, as was antici-
pated, an appeal was had. It may be remembered that the plain-
tiffs had advanced in good faith money to the secretary of the
defendaxit cc -npany o0:1 - rtificate under the '-eal of the company
certifying him and another person to te the owners of certain
sha-res of the defendant company, and on an assigrment of such
share-s, t!iýe certificate proved to be fraudulent and the director's
names a-fflxed thereto verc. forgeries, and the cornpany refised to
register the transfer. Kennedy, J., thought the case g'ý,verned by
Shaw v. Port Pilip Mlining1 Co. 13 Q.B D. 103, and that the com-
pany were estopped from disputing the validity of the certficate,
the Court of Appeai, however, came to the conclusion that there
was no estoppel, because there %vas no holding out b>' the corn-
pan>' of their secretary as having any right or authority te warrant
the genuineness of the certificate ; the articles cf association
expressly providing that such certificates must besic;ned bv tweo
directors. The Court of Appeai also held that the defendant
company was net liable to the plaintiffs in damages for the fraud
of their secretary. The plaintiffs were tht-refore practically with-
out remedy.

PRACTICE - P.-TTAc'HuEST OF DEBTS - CHOSES IN AcTioN - " DEBTs owiNG.

OR ACCRIIING .- I ELIZ., C. 5 IR.SO. c. 334 ss. 1-,î) -- PAYMAENT BY

GARNISHE!F. ARTER NOTICE 0F ATTACH.NG ORVER-PAYMENT BY cHELQUE-

DcTy TO STOP PAyusNTr Ny CHEÇuEr

Edmupnds v. Edmpunds (xç>o.) P. 362, although arising in a

divorce case, is a decision on the practice of attachment of debts.
A decree for alimony and costs was obtaîned b>' the plaintiff
agîrî -t the defendant. The defendant held, amongst other
appoint --ts, that cf public vaccinator under the guardians of a
certain paris'i, and allso that of registrar of birtFs and deaths. As
public vaccinator the defendant was bound to keep a register of
vaccinations, and the guardians agreed te pay him within a calen-
dar month after th- usual quarter days is. 6d. for each vaccination
duly registered ; and his right te pay depended on his punctual
attendance for the purpose of vaccinating patients. His accounts


