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tors might from time to time appoint, &c.
and by 35 Vict. , cap. 12, sec. 2, 0., the bond
or debentures of corporations mnade payabi
to bearer, or any person namied therein a
bearer, may be transniitted by delivery, an
such transfer shall vest the property thierec
in the holder thereof, to enable him to main
tain an action iii his own name.

The defendants issqued bonds or deben
tures p)ayable to bearer, and delivered then
to G. & Co., the contractors for the builci
ing of the road, withi coupons attached, fo:
the paymient of the ititerest haif yearly
The cotupotis for the first in)stalment of in-
terest were flot paici.

The plaitif brought an action on the
coupons, allegring an assigtimen t thereof to
him, and that he was the lawful holder
thereof.

If eld, that the plaintiff helci the coupons
freeci from any equities arising between the
defendants and G. & Go., andi that he was,
therefore, entitieci to recover thereon.

McMichael, Q.C., for the plainitif.
J. K. Kerr, Q .,for the defendants.

INGLIS V. WELLINGTON HOTEL COMPANY.
Stock-A greement Io pciy fo>r work to be per-

forrned-Val' idil gf--I)Ldcrest-. L. P.
Act, sec. 267, .sub-sec. 2.
.Held, that it is not ultra vires of a joint

stock comnpany to agree to pay a person for
work to be perforîneci for the conlpany, in
shares of the capital stock of the company,andi the acceptance of such shares in pay-
ment of the work so performeci will not
create a liability as agyainst creditors for the
amount of such shares.

Held, that plaintiff, having performedcer.
tain work under such an agreement, coulci
not sue upon an implied assunipsit to re-
cover the value of the work in money, un-
less it be shewn that the defendants had
refuseci to give the shares.

Under sec. 267, sub-sec. 2 of the C. L. P.
Act, when a dlaim is payable otherwjse than
by a written contract, interest may be
allowed from the date of a demand there-
or i» Writing.

In this caue no such demand was made,'and a dlaim for interest "Wffl therefore re-
fused.
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McGarthy, QGC., for the plaintiff.
Guthî je, Q.G., for the defendants.

-SANDERSON V. DjCKSoN.
Iflsol,<,ency-Discharge-Suppine,tt,.q IisL

of creditors.
To an action of covenant 'Il a nîortgage,

a diseharge in inisolvency was set up as a
bar, but it appeared that tue plaintiff's
naine and debt were not mientioned or set
forth ini the sworn statenient of the insol-
vent's affiuirs exhibiteci at the flrst meeting
of the creditors, Lut it was urged that a list,
which contaied a, refepence to the mort-
gage, and fromn which the sworn statenient
was made up, could be lotkeci upon as the
supplementary statement provided for by
the Act.

IIeld, that it could not have sucli efi'ect,
an d more especially so as it appeared that
the plaintiff's naine anîd -debt hiac beeun in-
tionally lef t out of the sworn statemnent.

The discharge was, therefore, held not to,
operate as a bar to the plaintiff's dlaim.

J. K. Kerr) Q.GC., for the plaintiff.
Hfector 0 aeneron, Q.G., for the defendamît.

WILSON V. STANDARD INSITRNt'E GOM-
PANY.

Iflsurance..Butildiugs ivith in 100 feet-
Warranty.

To an action on a fire insurance policy on
a stock of goods, the defendants pleaded,
setting up one of the conditions of the
policy, that the application, survey, and
diag(,ram shoulci be taken as part of the
policy, and that an erroneous or untrue
representation or statenient in such appli-
cation, &c., or o)mission to niake known any
fact material to the risk of the policy, should
be null and void, and averred that there
was a breach of warranty alleged to have
been nmade by the applicant, that there were

nbuildings or premises within one hun-
dred feet of that within which the i11-
sured property was situated other than those
mentioned ini the application, survey, and
diagram, whereas there were other build-
ings, describing them.

IIeld, that there was no such warranty as
was allegeci, for that it appeared from the


