
ENOITSil CASES.

Johin anîd his share sliould ho prima rily liale for £1:3,407, W il-
liai for £319and WalIter for Cl ,340 . and thait caedi or thf.,i
gliould contrihute inIi tese proportions to thle payaient of t he
debt, ind ghouid fifflelnnify thio otîmers agahiist the payaient oft

tlue proport iou l'or which 1lie'vas priinarily Iiibh'. lit 1882 Bai.-
litw hroughit a forecloxure action against W\iliamuii ami. forelosed
is riiortgaige, but Johîx a nd Wailter me re not iniadoe part ies t

I lle action. 'llie fniid whic-i wIis thli sulijeet: of' thle nîlot gageýs
linvilîg hecon paid inito Court, tajis ivils 11n applicatlion foi; tIlle pay-
ment oit of tuie milny to the partie j otit led., and it was hieM

li «v W111-1in gtoli, J., tlbat .Johnl îîi Willtcî', %vvre îîceesa ry parties
Io tlie foreelosure proceedingg agaiii.,t WilIiamni and tîmait as

mîga imîsi Johnm andi walter Ille forvelosuireo f Will iamu's slimîre ivag
i i i (et tua, 1111( mi I o tin ni1 ' d persanis cliiiaiîî g u n1dve tiin
Wil liaamu s sluare i iîst lie first applicd ili payiiîeîil of tlie Barlow
maîrtgage, ami sooîdl 'v in îiiîîiig good lfis (lue contribution to
Ie mort gage Io Ile insu lranc((,ecoiipaîy, mîit as ta Willi n and

tue ]persoiis elaimiîmg undoî' liiî thie foreclosuri reiainied ah.so.
Iloto, niid the balance of lus4 siiiire after îimkiiig tlie paynients
a £om'esaid 1)eloniged to 13ar-lov and those eaiîiiiiiic unlder inii.

A i'iOINTMENT OF MANAGINU DIiiWCTORi->i>WER 'r'i) REVONKE

A iiOI NTMENT1 Dii M ANAUI NG 'iIiECTOi(.

.Y iun v. X< s<ma (1913) *2 K.B. 471, lil tlîis case tho plain-
lt? fmîwio lîmîd. unîler p)ONwei' con ferred on th 1w oad nif dirîeetoîs
ni' t lie detendant Comîpaniy, h1y il s a1rt joies of association, hleen
mppointel tlle ianagiig directoî. of hile Company. sued the coin-

paiiy for daniages for breacli of the agreemeont, under whhlî ie

wmîs appoiîfled. 'Fli articles providcd that the board of dirc-
tirs iniglit appoinît a iiiiiiaging direcoai, glid also revoke the
am1 poiitiient, By the agreemnent withI the plaintif, lie NVaS

îîppointed on the ternis li-at hoe shiould hold office go long as ho
eiitinued ai direetor, and retainid lus (lue qualification., anîd

etficient ]y perforined the duties of the office. Subsequcntly,
while tIme plaintif, tvas fuilling the conditions of the agreemnent,
thie board of directors revoked bis appointînent. Scruitt on, J.,
wîho tried the action, hield t.hmît the articles of amwnaction dîd
not einpower the board to rcvolçe the fi.piuoilîtmîoîît at tvill, blit
for good cause only, anîd. tlierefor2, that the plailitif %vas entitled
ta, rccover.
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