
CANADA LAW JOURNAL 37

bee fist . OTES 0F CANADIAN CASES. [Prac. Cases.
Mr~~: registered ini the saine manner as was pany, and flot of any particular branch of it, the

1 Ield, t ha the reistration of shares. sane as rent, fuel, etc., and was, therefore, pay-
ig 3)' W tteIords "the next generai meet- able out of any nioneys which the company
t Mh te boelidictveo the earliest period might have un hand. The amount should after-
th "ltate did holders rnight vote, and that wards be apportioned among the branches, as

'aute s d flOt intend to require a new regis- the Directors might determine, under R. S. 0.
ato olong as the iflterest remained unpaid. cap. 161, sec. 67.

S~ liiy1* ttte bondholders' right to vote The word dcaims "in sec. 66 of that AdI½
tors, but ted to the right of voting for direc- nieans claims for losses by fire, and flot accounts

stoll'bt that they had. the right to vote on ail for expenses of the company.
metn Properly comning before a general annual Duf// for the plain tiff.

Ind Wher apnwhc shareholders iniight vote; Laidiawv, for the defendants.
0f re a StatIute extended the bondholders

f IIed g to "4special mneetings."1
SOd, ', that the bondhoiders had the likeOseJ][ac 6i8.

dgecia Vote 0on ail subjects coming before JNSv ALW
Where aletig Action for breacli of promise of rnarriag-

e 'tatute authorjzed a Railway Coin- Examitiation-R. S. O. caP6.
Parlies tor l asigrremn ts wih, othroin- Since 33 Vict. cap. 13 (O.), neither of the par-

orik lea n rrnig t npoî ties to an action for breach of promise of mr
Owý et thereto shouîd be given by at ieast riage can be called as a witness of the opposite

-e bY Proxy, at any meeting or repre- party.Sfort e p f te sarhdespeet caed Discovery by means of oral examination un-
eld trpse der Rrev. O. cala. 50, sec. -156 et seq., substituted

rrthat the wod "sharholers" enit be for the oid practice of administering interroga-

4 as se oinlde ail wh ot reseticted to tories, must be limited to the cases in which the
acetua harehodes and was Cotmpesniced. party to be examined is compellable to give evi-

a e/dj as, hahe r ofter C on.ldr dence by or on Ibehaif of the opposite party, and
were eî.îo httergitrdbnhieslence does not apply to actions of this nature.

for the 'é'tIed to vote at a 8pecial meeting called See 45 Vict. cap. io (O.), assented to- xoththe hPUrPose of obtaining the assent of the March, 1882.the ehoide1.5 to such an arrangement on ~u~kfraplattequestinO ktIcfraplat~9l o fits adoption. Ceet otaaso, that the votes of registered bond- Geet ota
hlrshaving been rejected, the ai-rangement

Conre by two-thirds of the actual Boyd C.] [Dec. 20, 1882.

Ot 1CA ers present, or represented, wvas neyer- (;0U6F V. BENCH.

ele8g of properly confirmed wvithin the mean- -Soecý/ic erformafleice-Damgc-s.igOth tatute. The action wvas brought to set aside a contract

made by the plaintiff with the defendants for the
sale of certain land. The defendants, by wvay ofPRACTICE CASES. cross reliefasked to have the contract specifi-

Vhe cally performed, or for damages.
ýreýatrat Ha i [Feb, 22he8 Court, on a hearing, declined to decree

bProdoJ specific performance, and directed a refrence to
V. CANADIAN MUTUAI, FIRE INSUR- the Master at Orangeville, to ascertain the dam-

ANCE COMPANY. ages (if any) sanctioned by the defendant.
-L ability of coinjany cozozoosecd of (Iffr- The Master, by bis report dated 3oth Nov.,

111 br-alchiesR. S'. O. caP. -1ô1, £.ç. 66, 67. 1882, certified that the defendant had sustained
ASOicitor's daimi for costs after retainer by damages by reason of the costs of investigating

th' Canadian Mutual Fire Insurance Company, title, etc., to the extent of $î11.05. The contract
was held to be a necessary expense of the com- price of the land wvas $3,ooo ; and the report


