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depriving the defendant of costs, unless the wrong were in gorne
way done to the plaintiffs as individuals, and in the course or
the transaction of whiclî the plaintiffs complain.

COMPANY-NOTICE 0F MEETING- -NOTICE OF SECOND MEETING

GIVEN CONTINGENTLY.

Ire North of En gland SS. Co. (1905) Ch. 15. The Court
of Appeal (Williarnis. Romer and Stirling, L.JJ.,) have been
unable to agree with the judgmnt of l3uckley, J. (1905) 1 Ch.,
609 (noted ante p. 533), and have reversed his decision, Rnd
held that the second meeting, though called for the confirmation
of a resolution i case it should be passed nt a prior meevting
of which notice was given by thp 8aine notice, was w'tlidllv% enlledl
and the resolutioi, passed thereat eonti rrning the xns< >1 ut ion
passed at the prior mieeting Ivas binding on the sharehniblers.
.Ilexaiîder ,Simpsoiî, 43 Ch. D. 139, on whichi Buckley, J.. relied,
the Court of Appeal points out 'sas based on the vonstruetion
of the articles of association which differed materially t rom
those of the eoinpany now in question, which expressly auithorize
the giving of the notice in the fori in whieh it 'sas given ini the
present case, and which they hold 'sere not ultra vires.

TH17STEEF-BREACH OF.' TRUST-CONCURRENCE 0F TENANT FO1R TIFE

IN BREACH 0F TRUST-FUND REPLACED-INC0ME OF' FO'ND

DURINU LIPE TENANCY.

In Fletcher v. Collis (1905) 2 Ch. 24 a trustee in 1855 with
the concurrence of the tenant for life of the trust fund, r-ealiyed
the fund and handed it over to the wrife of the tenant for Hife
wiho spent it for her own 7)uiposeq. Iu 1891 an action wa.s coin-
nieneed by a remaîndermian against the trust.ee to compel huai
to replace the trust fund which he accordingly did. In 1902,
nt the time of the death of the tragtee, the 'shole of the trust
fund lxad been replaced with a considerable surplus reprosenting
interest froni 1891: this surplus 'sas nowv claimed by the repre-
sentatives of the deceatqed trustee by way of indemnity, andl by
the trustýe iii bankruptey of the tenant for life. The Court of
Appeal (Williamns, Rorner and Stirling, L.JJ..) held that the re-
presentatives o? the deceased trustee 'sere entitied as against the
tenant for life to the ineome during his life -,and that bis triistee
in bankruptey cauld have no greater right than he hiniseif
would have, and that he haviiig concurred in the breaeh of trust
'sas not in a position te require the trustee to niake good the in-
corne whieh had heen iost hy reason of that brearh.
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