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tion of the rule in Shelloy's case thu f,-c was vested in hirm, and ,e
consequently that lie wa etitlcd to the inmndiate Iiayient ta
hirnself of the purchase money. .. 4

PARTNERSNIP ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ RII O oK~o~î.sîî-Tlaui F, 'W I\SI'ECTI0N ,1j4

OF BLONS< DY AGENT.

Bevl . J-à'elb'9 i Ch. 724, cleserves a passing notice,
because Joyce, J., dccided that under the general lawv of partnershipI
a partner has no right te, introduce a stranger to inspect the part-
l1Lîship books against the %vil] of his co-partncrs, except where A:~v

therce is litigation pendirng.

COMPANY - DîiwRcoit - I Ef" -Ro~'~XwMvim; RIGUIT TO

In re Laudiiý w il Na orheurn Penk ý'i goî, i Ch. 728, this was a
winditig up inatter in which the claimi o a director te rernuncration
%vas under conisideration. 'l'le artic!cs of association provided ý
thât the di.-ectors %vere cachi tn bc paid £sao lier annurn for' their ~
services, They also prov'idud that if a clirector absenited himself
fruni diretors' meetings, for a period of three calcudar monthis lie
shuuld ý.acatc hii, office. The clainiant wvas appointed a director
ini August, iSg$, atid attended meetings dovn fý, and including
1lbruarv' 3, 189y9, on' Which daV L board of dieectors 1)a-sed a
rcsulution foregoinig thniz- right ~o reniuneration uintil a dividend
slîould bc declared on the ordiniarv stock of the conipany. The
niext meeting ef the directors wvas lield 01, Maîrdi 3,1 859, Which the
claimant failed to attend, irnd on àMay 8 hie received a notice that
his office as director wvas forfeited for nion-attendance ; lie w'rote
lîrotesting agaiist the forféiture as beitig a breach of îiith, but flot
clainîing tlîat it was void, or that lie still desired to be a director,
and] lie tiever attendedI an>- more meetinigs. l'le dividend wvas
never declare.] on the ordinary stock, amnd the cornpanyv was, in V

D >c' ber, 1899. ordercd te bce woutnd upi \right, Je, hld thiat
the t irce calendar inths' a4bsence mnust date frai the first trect-
i II,ý which the director faile.] to attend, whicli was on March 3
1 ý'99, an.] thcerefore lie lield that ii notice of forf'eiture giveil in
NLIy %w premature atind but lie Iield tliat the resolntion fore-
,roifig the daim ta remnuneration valici an.] bindinig on the
clairrant ; and tîîat, in avy case, thi claimanit ha.] ccascd teo act
hefors' the remnuneration aspayable, an.] that there coul.] bc no
apportiomtent, nor wvas the clainiant enititie.] tu a quanituin iniruit

for services actuallv rerîdere.t


