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5jj(, unit- sited; althougli the rule max bue diflru1u in
q0ur il omon law action: Cree v. St. Pancra,, [18i99]

i .B. G93, ait p. 698. Andt it bu been huit iii England
and here thiat a sueeeAaln party may be ordcred to pay the

sint (,I il unsuee(es-i party: Ntvers v. Financjal -News,
STimeu L R. 42; Neale1 \. WVintxr. 9) Gr. 261. So that,

even if it ùouid 1,e cosdrdthat these defendants w ere
ýa tlio. are not> ) u~fI they miglit bu ord 'red to puy

'1hu t-.\euturs, wiII bu entîtled to ail conts out of the
ea~ttebetwensolicitor andt client, which they cannot inake

emi ofills erdered ta pay; the Presbyterian Cliureh being
ruýdurvluatees, ih is unn1eessary te inake suuhi ai] order
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DIVISIONAL COURT.

CLAR v. C'. IL HIT BBARD, CO0. LIMITEP.

Coniad-a!eof Asçwfs and Go'odwvill (,f Cum in zy-Pro-
Ioe Pay Puc Is oney b)y I4iet-:ea by

Ncw Agre.em,?ent(hrnflieting EieeFng of
'lrial Judgle-Appeal-nvalidity of So rain on.
tra d-Illegal (Ueraion-Powers of Presid,& aind

<brâneral Maogrof (7ompanie&,-A cquÎiihoi (if 'Shares
of one ('ompieny I>y anut her-UUra Vireq-Ih4uy of

Plini i RpditigNovation ColatCaýq of

Appel byplaintiff front judgment of FALCONBR11DGE,
('.k. isnis~ngan action to reeover $2,842 ai inurs

Z. Gallagher, for plaintiff.

W. -R. Srnyth, for defendanta.
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