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anid for an injunction ta restrain the attenipted, levy of such tax,
is flot entitled to an interlin injunction to restrain such 1e"ry, as
lie haî another adequate rernedy, namely, to pay the tax under
protest and sue to recover it back. Joyce on Injunetions, par.
1189; Douis v. City of Chi,-ago, 11 Wall. 108; Un iited Linos Tele-
graph Co. v. Grant, 137 N.Y. 7, and C.P.R. Co. v. Cornwallis,
7 M.R. 1, followed; Central Vormont Iailivay (-'o. v. St. JoJên,
14 S.C.R. 288, distinguished.

MVatheson and Hudson, for plaintiffs 1"olcy, for defendant.

Macdonald, J.] 11N RE NOliTiIEniN CONkiT.4UCTIONiS. [Jan. 10.

Coma y- 'idin-up ('o ti/~ ntoiesA/ot e tof promo-
ion sqtockÀ-Declar-at ioni of iidc nid impairing capital.

Held, 1. An allotinent of $3.000 promotion stoek in a coi-
pany ineorporated tinder the Manitoba Joint Stoc'k Companies
Acf, R.S.M. 1902, c. 30, as Ailly paid-up stock, mnade after in-
corporation in favour of one of the incorporators whose original
subscription was for $4,000, for the alleged, eonsideration of a
transfer of good-wull, wili not, in fi proceeding under the I)onin-
ion Winding-uip Aet, bc any defenee against an apl)ication by
the liqiiidator to place suLli subserihcr on the list of contribtitor-
ies for the fili amîotint not aetually paid in cash. In re Joncs d
Moore Electric Co., 18 M.R. 549, followed.

2. The declaration of a dividend wvhen the company is iinsol-
r vent, contrary to s. 32 of the Acf-, andti le application of sucli

dividend in paynier~t of 8harvm in fiîll ewritnot lic allowed to stand,
and ini the winding Uip, flhe sharcliolders are entit1ed to no eredit
in respect fiiereof.

A nderson, K~.(.., for the lîitdnfltors. 1ia ffnt r, for ereditors,
Janieson. Jfîggiiie and ilManahan, for, respccý(tivc hrcoies

Mathers, J.] BUIAA . WINNIPEU. 1jan. 10.

'on tr-act for- b i/dîniig->rocîxuînot for- ca nce/ttion nihe n con -
tractor fails Io tuakc salisfa<'/ory pors-np/tonof
work ýy proprictor.-V/o n/iil/rde to differctnce icn cosi
of couip/ction lems tban bal/oncc o" con tract pie

After the plaintiff had donc ai eonsidcrahle part of ice vork
under a contraet with the dlefendaitfs for fthe b ilding of a bridge
fie beeanie unabie to proeecd Nith it, and tht' defe.icdats under


