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rAL-ETpç%N BLNDER TWINE CO. v. UIGGINS.
Coipativ-J4en of -Shreg

Siotion hy plaintiffs to continue an injuncetion restiuin-
defendant froi selling or transferring certain aharea
lie stock of the plaintiffs, an incorporated co<npany.
defendant was the contractor for the plaintifs' build-
He received in Januarv, 1901, in part payment of the,

,ract price, a cheque for $22,832, which, paintifs8 al-
,should have been for $22,384. In the> final settlement
-eceived. in part paymient the. stock ini question, whioh
ily peid.

]EL Kilmier, for plaintifs, The plaintiffs dlaim a
on two grounds: (1) of debt; (2) part of the.price pay-
under the coutraet is represented bythe share, and

ffect plainti ffs have the. right to, stopth arsiSMe
h. liands of defendant. As between the. parties Mr
lien i favour o~f plaintif.a: LindI.y's CJompany Law,

56; Pinket v. Wright, 12 CI. & F. 764; Haguie v. Dne
2 Ex. 741; MeMuurrich v. Bond Head Co., 9 U. 0. R.

d.H Ludwig, for defendant. It is clear tliat no lien
,s. he nlycase inwhich the companjy can refuse to

ýtera tanser s st fotliin . S 0.eh.191, sec. 28.
%Ieo White on Joint Stock Coxupanies, p. 181.

rACO';isir)GE, 0.J.-Tii. high authority of Lord Lind-
; pl.dged to the dietum. (Linleys aw of Cenpanies, 5th
p. 456) that acompany should have.alien on.the, hes

s meber fo what -n>ay be due from theni to tiie coin-


