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ccnfined no prohibition, nor was the taking of photographs
at the show otherwise forbidden. Ilorridge, J., who tried the
action, held that it could not be maintained, inasmuch as the
1 iroin-)ters of the show had flot in Iaw uny exclusive right of
pliotographing anythimg at the show and therefore could not
assign any sucli right, but that their possession of the land on wbich
thie show was held would have entitled them to make their pur-
p)orted assigumcnt effective, bi making conditions as to the
admission, a'-d stipulatiLg that no one should enter unless hie
agreed flot to make photographs. The action was therefore,
dismiissed.

(YONPANY-ARCTICLES 0F ASSOCIATION-CONSTRUCTIoN-ELEFC-

TION 0F DIRECTORS-.NOTICE-DAY 0F ELECTI0'N-ADàOURN-

ED MEETINC.-INJUNCT[OX.

<,'alesby v. Burnell (1916) 2 Ch. 325. Thjis w'as an action by
a shireholder on behaif of himnself and ail other shareholders of
a liri ite 'i company to restrain the defendants fromn acting &s
directars of the company, and the prescrit clecision is by Eve,
J1., oit a motion for an interim injuriction until the trial. Thý!
facts were that the articles of association provided that no one
sliould be electcd as director unless written notice of the intention
iii tliat behiaif was given to the corntpany not less than fourteen
clear dqys before "the day of election" of directors. The ordin-
ar ' general meetin.g of the coînpanýy was held December 10, 1915,

xd.hieh time the two defendant directors iretired by rotation.
fih ' report of the directors was not then adopted, and the meeting
was adjourncd to 10 Mardi, 1916, and a committee of Phareholders
'vas appoited to investigak. the affaira of the company, and
rwport at the adjourned meeting. On 21 February, 1916, writtcn
notice was given to the eompany by a sharcholder, stating that
at the ad«oumned meeting lie proposed to mnove the election of
fotur named directors. On 10 -March, 1916, the meeting ivas hcld
to consider the report and to transact the unfinished business.
The cl)airman ruled the notice of 21 February, 1916, to, bc out
of order, and after declaring the election of auditors, left the chair
sa, ýing that there wae no further business. Subsequently the
sh1areholders appointed a chairman and elected the four persons
nained iii the notice directors of the con ipany. Trhe two former
directors having continued to act, the motion was niow made
to restrain themn frorm so doing until the trial. Eve, J., who
Iicar(1 the motion, granted the injurnction. holding that the notice


