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a Divisional Court (10 O0. W. pR. 222), and an appeal i
pending to the Court of Appeai.

The legal advisers of Thorpe were of the opinior
the interlin injunction was stili in force against him 1
tine of the meeting-it is not necessary for rue to i
whether that opinion was well-fou.nded.

Thorpe attended the meeting on1 his own behaif and
proxies for voters, and stated to thoee persons preseui
the meeting was illegai, and, after refusing to act as chai
limiself, and voting against the 'defendant Read, wh(
norxinated to take the chair, left the room.

The election of directors proceeded, whieh electioni
regular under by-law iNo. 13 of the company. But
contended that. Thorpe and those associated with hlm
entitied to a majority of the stock, and Thorpe being
vented front voting, it would not be fair to allow this
to stand. 1 can find no semblance of authority for si
contention; and it is without foundation in principke.

If it lie the fact that Thorpe could flot vote, ho i
have applied to the Court for an injunction agaixig
eleetion proceding, or to have the injunction agaliast
suspended so, fair as to, allow him to vote for an adj
ment of the meeting or to vote thereat. Buthle did ne
and 1 cannot think that, having neglected the ordinary
cautions, lie eau now complain, and this without at ail
siderîng the fact that lie it was ini truth who procureý
cauling of the meeting. Moreovor, 1 fail to see li,
other shareholder can now coniplain. This ground
tack, therefore, fails,

At the meeting, in the absence of Thorpe, the
holders voted to one Newcombe 2,000 sha-res, to iteese
to Tlooey 1,400, to MePhail 2,000, to Tiadale 2,500, to-
soli 1,000, to Walshî 500, and to Read 500, for services
dered to the company pending and silce its incorpo>ri
The resolution does not say so in so many words, but
plain that this; was intenided to be and was remiuneratii
the direetors for services rendered to the company. 1
no doulit that ail those who were given stock by this YE
tien had done a great deal of work for the company in
capacity of dîrectors, and I have no doubt that the (lei
ant Tisdale had performed valuable legal services as
And, if the law permitted, I should gladly conflim ti
tion by the company.


