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SUPI<IiMI COURT OF' CANADA.

BRATTY V. 1:14p. NoaRT-\îts-r TRANS-
i'ORTATION CO.

Corporaîtion-5îe £iy director to raitipaiy-Ritti-
ficafiai of kv-*'nw by shars:holers - Vole of
owner of property.

A director of a joint stock compaîwv person-
aIly owned a vossel which lie wishied tu seli ta
the Company; hie was possessed of a m1ajarity
of the shares of the coinpany, some of which
lhe assigned to other persons in sacli nuinbera
as qualified themn for the position of directors,
%which position they accordingly filled. Upon
a proposed sale and purchase by Vie cornpany
of the said vessel, the board of directors, in-
eturiing the owner of the vessel, passed a by.
law appraving of such purcha;e by the coin,
pany; and, subsequently, at a general meet-

mincir words and the passages where the
learned judge read from hie notes, where
it was impossible for a shorthand writer
ta follow him. Baron Huddleston, in
termes of the defence, asked the jury to
say-(x ) whether the pamphlet wae a fair,
accurate, and honest report of the iuidg-
ment of Mr. justice North; (2) vihethe'r
it was published by the defendants boite
fde, and with the intention of making
known the true facte of the case lor the i
protection of their own intereste ; (3)
whether there was m alice on the part of
the defendants. The jury at once an-
swered the flrst two questions in the
affi-mativ'e and the third in the negative,
and judginent ivas given for the defen-
ants accordingly, the learned judge refus-
ing to sta%, e> ,cution.-The Irish *Law
Timnes.

NOTES OF CANADI. X CASES.

PUtILISIIIl) IN ADVANCE BY ORDLR OF TUE
I.AW ' T.

ing of the shareholders, at which the said
owner and those ta whom ho had transferred
the portions of hie Stock were present and
voted, a resolution was passed canfirming the
said by-law, which rosolution was opposed by
a nutmber of the shareholders representing
nearly one-haîf of the total stock of the coin-
pany.

Hold, reversing the decision of the Court of'
Appe-il, i i Ont. App. R. 2o5, that the board
of dxezctois had nu power to pass the said by.
law, and under the circumnstances the resolu-
tion of the sharehiolders confirrning the by-law,
wvas invalid.

Appeal allowed with costs.
MoQwat, Atty.-Gen., and Maclenita,:, Q.C., for

Rabinson, Q.C., andi McDonald, Q.C., for
respondents.

STARRS <D,',fendant), Appellant, ANI) COS-
GRAVE~ 13REWIG AND MALTING COMPANY
i(Plaintiffs) Respon,'e-t.

Surctyshijp-Contrac1 of H/sW the fi rni-Coniinu-
iirg st-uity- tofirii and nieinber or iiiembers con.
stitnting finm for itiUnse beiig-Deat/i Éf
Paîriner-Liabiity of surety after.

Appeal froni the Court of Appeal for Ontario.
S., bY indenture utn",cr scaI, benanie suret;'

to the firin of C. & Sons for gonds to le sold ta
one Q.. and agreud to be a cotirînning security
to tha saiJ lirin, or - ta the menîber or meni-
I)crs for the tinie being- constituting the sait
firmn of C. & Sons," for sales tu bc made by the
said firun or 1'any mnmer or rnernbers of the
4aid tirîîî of C. & Sons " ta the said Q., eu long
ias thev sbnîîld înutually deai together.

1). C., the Senior member of flic said firm,
biaving died, and by 1,s wili appointed his
SO., the other members of the firmi, hin ex-
ocutors, the latter entered into a new agree.
ment of co.partnership, and continued ta carry
on the 5t.itcoss under the samne firmi name of
C. & Sorns, and subseqîîently transferred ail
their interest in the said business ta a joint
stock coinpany.

An action hiaving been hrouglit agatnet S.
for goode sc.d to Q. after the death of the Raid
P. C.

H4CI, xe;'ersing the judgment of the Court
of Appeal, ii Ont. App. R. 156, and rostorlng
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