
DUKE v. ULIEY.

E. & C. liandoiph. Strachan Johuston, for I)Lon. C. S. Mac-
lnes, K.C., for flic piainti.

MUCALL V. KANF & CO.-lltflELL, J.-N"ov. 63.

Paiclrs.-I Thie order of thec Master in Chamtbers, ante 95,
waï atliineid. W. Laidlaw, K. C., for lte defendants, W. E.

MidditonK.(X, for the plaint iff.

COOPFR V. jAM1ES MOSS, C.J.O., IN CIIAM2ýBERS-SNov. 8.

Leave Io Appeal.] A motion by flic defendait for leave to ap-
peal to te Court of Appeal froin the order of a Divisionai Court
afflrringi the judgrnent of the triai Judgc in favour of the plaintiff,
was re1fusced, the Chief Justice saying that the issue was purely one
of fac(t, anrd the evidence was arnplY suflicient., if bcliived-and the
trial Jgedid believe it-to justtfy lus finiding, and no substan-
lia[ qjuestioni of law or other good gr(>und for further prolonging
thle litigation appeared. J. D. M~onitgonierv, for thec defendant.

FeahcrtonAylesworth, for the plaintiff.

1>UKE V. UJL1EY-MlAýTEIZ IN CxIIAXMBERIS-N'OV. 10.

(1oinpanýy-lViinding-vp-- 8ba'[,j of ,Iclion-I)ÎSis,,;sal-Tlie
acio (,i as; brought 1) *fv th plitîtiff on behaîf of hirnself and al]
4othe(r haeoirsof a lîimted ct-ompatu tmagainst flie comnpany and
cextaini iindividuals to recover front flic individuals, for the benefit
of thle conmpany, secret profits alleged to have been nmade by te
irdividluals in their dealings with the companv. After the action
haid proceeded. a certai length. an order was mnade for the winding-
up) of tibc company, which. staved bte action. The defendants other
than the compaRy mnovcd to dismniss if for watof prosecutioti.
Tho, miotion was dîsmissed without eosts and withiout prejudice to
wny aplicîation by either party to flie lieferce or the liquidator in
thie winding-up. F. R. MacKelcan, for the defendants 17lrcy and

Marsey.C. Kappele, for tlie defendant Barber. Casey Wood.,
for the plaintilf.


