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the pl.tintiff fromit priosecuting this action in its prosent form:
Cociv. (ost, [189!1] 2 Ch. 73. But thev assets were in thlis

Province, ami so weethe trustees in whum)ll thleN wverevetd
and, therefore, it was openi for any c-reditmr of or any* oneý who
held the status of sharehiolder in the defunct companly to hv
the assets adxuinistorud hiere: Lindsay Petroleun Go. v. iluird
(18741), LR. 5 P.C. .221; lEw\inig v,. 01-r Ew,"inlg (1883), 9 Arp.
Cas. 34 .

Duirinig the argument both COUnIsel a-sse'nted tiu the proposiltion
tha te comrpan 'y wust now be treated as nion-existent owving to

the Drkota dorýrc of dissolution. Thiat disposed of t'e present
case, though it dild flot prevent reorehelig had to what %vas

pratwalyadministration.
The learned Justice of Appeal, however, agreed wîth the

reuit on d'e facis Vo, which the other niembers of the Court had
corne, and that- the appeal should 1.w allovvd with rosts and the
action dýisuîissed without eosts.

ME1~OIHC.J.O., agieed with the vwsOf both IIOUGI[Ns,
J.A., and FE«U0,J. A.

A ppeal afinuiwed.
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*GETTY & -SCOTT LIMITEI) v. CANADIAN PACI FU a.. W.
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RGaj0 -C arrir1ge of <jod-ovrù elgneTrsof
Shippingq Ore-) mgsIteetCst-ecntl a

AmedmntAd, sùc. ()Raho Act of Coaa, sc 4
Judicature Ad, sec. 35(3).

Appeval by' the plaintiffs and cross-appeal 1y the defuindants
fremi the judgmnent of MASTEN, J., Mt lte triaql, of the lSd'l April,
1919, ini favour of the plaintiffs for thle recovery' of $1,477.29 in
an. 5 ctioni for the converision of certain gonds whliieh the pliintifîs
haI bouglht from one J. A. Scott, of Quieber, and which wr
siipped- by the defendants& railway.

The appealis were heard by ME NFlEDVrHI, C.J.Q., MACLAREN,
M4A(.EF, HOrx3lNS, andFROSN JJA

M. A. Serord, KGfor the plaintiffs.
W. N. Tilley, K.C., anil J. D. Spenve, for th lad(efemdats.,


