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the effect of giving that Court exclusive jurisdiction to adjudicate s to the
validity of a registered trade mark, and in answer to an action in the High
Court of Justice for Ontario to restrain the infringement of a registered
trade mark, its invalidity may be shewn.

Betts, and Hume Cronyn, for appelants. Shepley, K.C., and Flock,
for respondents.

From Boyd, C.] Sawers . City oF ToronTo. [Sept. g.

Assessment and taxes— Distress—Qwner—Agreement 15 purchase—Local
improvement sales.

The judgment of Bovn, C., 2 O.1.R. 717 ; ante p. 27, was affirmed.
McCullough, and MeReown, for appellant.  Fullerton, K.C., and
Chisholm, for respondents.

From Ferguson, ].] BeEanm . BratTy (No. 2). {Sept. g.
Infant— Bond— Ralification.

A bond, with a penalty, of an infant to indemnify against loss or
damage in respect of shares in a company purchased on the faith of repre-
sentations made by the infant is void and not merely voidable, and cannot
be adopted and ratified by the ohligor after he has attained his majority.

Judgment of Fercusow, J., 3 O.1..R. 345, reversed.

McBurney, for appellant.  Lymca-Staanton, K.C., and Marguis,
for respondent.

From Street. ]| [Sept. y.
Rorcmne o0 VerampLLion Mixise Cosmpeaxy,

Company- - Miniiy company - Luschase and saic of lamd—lrregularitics
i procecdings.

A mining company stbject to the provisions of the Ontario Companies
Act, R.5.0. 1897, c. 101, and the Ontario Mining Companies Incorpora-
tion Act, R.5.0. 1897, c. 197, has power to buy and sell land, and a salc
in good faith of all the land owned at the time by the company is not
necessarily invalid, for there is nothing to prevent the business of the
company being continued by the purchase of other land.

Nor can such sale made in good faith be restrained at the instance of
a dissentient minority of shareholders on the ground that irregularities
have occurred in the conduct of the proceedings of the company leading
up to the sale, or on the ground that the approving majority are also share-
holders in a rival company and are in carrying out the sale furthering the
interests of that rival company.

Judgment of StreET, J., 1 O.L.R. 654; 37 C.L.J. 347, affirmed.

Avlesworth, K.C., and V. /. Davidson, for the appellants.  Waliace
Nesoezt, K.C., Riddell, K. ..., and Robert MeKayp, for the respondents.




