
REPORTS AND NOTES 0r CAME.

Poration trial a resolution by the bank 'a direotors wua proved authorizing
3Power- the offer of the new iaue to the then sb.rholders (of whom M.

$40,750,waa fot; one) and counhsel for the bank admitted that there was
it of the none ailottiflg it to aflybody else.

mrt dis. Hld,]1. IDINOoN and Duwr, JJ., di&denting, that the onus
appeal was on M. to prove that the shares had heen sold to the publie

e action without authority and he haci failed to satiafy it.
uas an2. Per IDiNOToN and Durp', Ji., that the onus waa originally

e Court on MN., but the evidence and admission of counsel had shifted it
to the bank, w' ' h did flot furnisli the requisite proof.

bat the Appeal a11oiý d with costs.
ider the C. Maedouell, K.C., for appellants. McEvoy, C, for re-

lephonrspondent.

Sionl in Ont. ROM) V. COI'NTY i ,i EEx. [Dec. 23. 1910.

onr) iialwcpal corpoiraigsoi-Sta t tw)ý duly-colinty officrs--Oficc
highest .aomndton-)~ceinMnau.a

action 'l'lt .ïoIeetioP of the place in an Ontario eounty at which a
poso ofoffice shall be pruvided for the Couinty Crown Attorney and
eration elerk or the peace rests Nvith the County Cotineil and the courts

shoffld flot interfere witlî the reamonable exercise of the council
in iuaking sucli selection.

Judginent of the Court of Appeal, 19 Ont. LÀ.R. 659, aflirned.
related App)eal dismissed with costs.
lie suin lVigle, K.C., for iipplelant. A. H. C!larke, K.C., for respon-
of the dent.
there-
enter-

S.C.R. Provitnce of Ontario.

COURT 0F APPEAL.

FuIh Court.] BEARDMORE . C(,ITY or ToRoNTo. f Dec. 30, 1910.

~' bank ppeal to Prù'y Couwci1--Appiktio»i fop' eav.
UiSUITIii., wam an application on h)ehnif of the plaintiff. for the

allowanee hy the eourt of the security required to be given on au

beca appeal to the .Jndicial Coininittee of the l>rivy Cociaspo
vided hy 10 1,ýdv. VIL. e. 24. The deeimion to he, appealed from

leaded im, relpcrtped in 21 O.. 505.
In the


