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JDivisional Court.] MAcGRtEGOR V. SUILLY. [ Jan. 30.
-Artieles of apprenetship - Unreasernabe .,rvi 4t in-

Articles of apprenticeship which required the apprentice during the
term Of four years Of 310 working days of ten hours each to give and

* ' devote ta a firm, to who he was apprenticed, ten hours each working day,
V or such number of hours as rnight be the regulation of the workshop for

the timne being, or as special exigencies of the business might require is
unreasonable and could not be enforced against the infant.; and therefore
an action was flot maintainable againhlt the defendant, who was security
under the airticles forthe performance of the infant's duties, to recover
damnages for the breach thereof.

W R, Bidldell Q.C., for defendant. Shetey, Q.C., for plaintiff.

Divisional Court.] [Uan. 3r.
GARDNER v. CANADA lMNFG, & PUBLISHING CO.

Directorj'-In va.idiresoludùn-Pzreta rd/>s
By the by-laws of a publishing conipan>, the board of directors was ta

consist of three persans, two of whom constituted a quorum. At a meet-
ing, at which two af the directors, C. and G. were present, one being the
president and the other the secretary of the cornpany, a resolution was
passed that IlThe niatter of the ,ompensation of ' C.' the editor, and ' G.>
the advertising solicitor of the company was considered, and the sumn of
$r,ooo each, ordered to be-placed ta their respective credits in the books af
the campany for services rendered during the ,y.ar z895, in addition to
their regular salary, and ta be charged ta their salar accounit2 C.' as a
matter af fact had not been appainted editor nor 1G.> advertising solicitor,
the abject af the resolution being ta appropriate ail the funds of the
company, and ta prevent a stock holder, who owned the ireater part af
the stock, and had made a clairn against the campany, being paid.

Ir/?d, that the resolutidh could flot be sustained, nar cauld any mnionys
received under it be retained.

Sk<t/ey, Q. C., for the appellants. Bayiik, contra.

Divisional Court.] LFeb, 2.

Publie Schocs- Generl Sessiorns of th4e Peaee-Abeal fron* ord.r of dis-
t Wi;missal of-Ditisionai Q'urt-0Oienee under by-law-MlniciÉa4l Ac,

R.S.0. e. 223, s. jçi.

There is no appeai ta the Court of General Sessions of the Peace
froni an order af dismissal ai a camplaint against a city by-4aw passed
under the authority ai above Mtatute.

-. E. Hodgins, for the appellarts. ,r E. ïnes, cota.
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