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Nortes of CANADIAN Casgs,
books to be called « Beatty’s,”

These new Copy books were
“ Beatty’s ney and improy.
were proved

and to have been intended to be,

in such 5 form

Held, that the Plaintiff had no; acquired the

right to use the word “ Beatty » a5 a trade mark,
but,

injunction, restraining the defendants from ad-
vertising, publishing or selling, or offering for
sale, the book “ Beatty’s new and improved
head-line copy book,” in and with its Present
cover, or in any other form, or Cover, calculated
to deceive persons into the beljef that it was the
Plaintiff’s book,

S. H. Blake,
plaintiff,

C Robinson, Q.C, and Davidson, for the de-
fendants the Publishing Company,

J. Bethune, Q.C, and C, Moss, Q.C,,
defendant Beatty.

Q.C, and w. Cassels, for the

for the

Proudfoort, J]
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A general annya] meeting of the shareholders
of a joint stock comp
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Plaintiffs by joining in the action were €s
by the conduct of their co-plaintiff. as in

A shareholder of a company who w;'use e
fault in payment of his calls, was re ock
right of voting on the ground that his SttrEI"
been sqlq by the sheriff, although no any-
ad been made in the books of the comp Is
Held, that the default in payment of C.al i
sufficient ground for excluding

sfef

from voting, and that such ground might bfu;
lied on to justify the rejection of his vote, alth
not the groung assigned at the time. 5

By law 4 authorized a call on stock. B)”lawws
burported to repeal by.law 4. Both by-18
Wwere confirmed a¢ a general meeting,

, | by a board of three

Held, the cay) authorized by by-law 4 could
be made,

Where a c¢a was made for the alleged
purpose of liquidating debts due by the company)

Held, that the necessity of making the call
was a matter affecting the internal economy ©
the company, which could not, in the absence of
fraud, be enquired into at the instance of a dis-
satisfied shareholder.

Company, even thoy
ticable.

Business which coylq not have been enter-
tained at 3 Specialgenera| meeting of a com-
Pany cannot withqyt due notice be entertained
at any adjournment of that meeting,

Thus, where 5 Special genera) meeting of a
company was called ratity a by-law providing
for the appointment of fiye directors, and the by-
law was affirmed, and (he meeting adjourned,

and afterwards and before the holding of the
adjourned meeting, the direct

the adjourneq Meeting,

Paymer.t of calls, passed
directors, in pursuance of an
invalid by-law reducing the directorate from five
to three, was also invalid,




