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be brought. Hie also finds that the individual defendants enti
into a secret arrangement by which they kept concealed f rom
other shareholders information as to the contemplated sale of
stock and assets to the Dominion Cannera Limited, and thei
price, which it was their duty as directors to have disclosed.
inakes other findings of. fact in favour of the plaintiffs; and
nounees judgment for the plaintiffs, declaring that the îndivi%
defendants were trustees for the plaintiffs of the, shares in
Lakeside Canning Company respectively transferred hy
plaintiffs to the individual defendants, and that the plain
are entitled to be paid ail profits realised.by the individual
fendants in respect of such shares, and directing a refer,
to, the Master at Picton to inquire and state what profits th(
dividual defendants have respectively.realised as to stich shi
and for that purpose to ascertain and state of what the ai
of the company consisted, what wvas realised by the defendani
respect thereof, and what application they have mnade of
ntoney and othqr property received. or realisedeby themi for c
respect of the assets of the company; reserving fulrther direct
and costas Reference to Burland v. Earle, [19021 A.C.
Gaskell v. Chamubers, 26 Beav. 360; In re Canadian Oil W\
Corporation, L.R. 10 Ch. 593; Bennett v. flavelock Electrie L
and Power Co., 21 O.L.11. 120. E. G. Porter, K.C., and J
Wright, for the plaintiffs. J. Bickznell, K.C., and E. 'M. Yo
for the individual defendants. No one appeared for the


