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The appeal wus heard by MEazorr, (J.J.C.P., RIDELL, LEK-

NOX, anid MASTzN, JJ.
W. S. Brewster, IiLC., for the appellant eompany.
A. G.* Siaglt -and T. J. Agar, for the clairant, respondent.

LENNOX, J., reading theý judgment of the Court, said that,
in view of the consent signed at the openîng of the arbitratîon

and the understanding then corne to, es well as the way in wbieh
the evidence wau direeted, lie did not think the award should be
ehanged by reasn of the divided ôwnersbip and severance of
the land existing at one time. The flnding of the rnajority of
the arbitrators, dependent upon verbal testimony, should not be
disturbed unless there was cogent reason for believing tliat an
erroneous conclusion as to the measure of compensation 'had
been corne to.

The learned Judge wus inéEined to believe that the proper
principle of assessment was acted upon; but the gtatemuent of the
rnajority of the arbitrators did not put the matter entirely be-
Yond eontroversy. The learned Judge was, however, strongly
imupressed with the view that the award was for a, gur con-
siderably larger than conld be justified by, the evidence. As
to the emaller sums, inclnding $1,250 for the land taken, the
award sho0uld not be diaturbed, aithougli $250 an acre for the 5
acres taken was rather high. The allowance of $5,000 for sever-
ance, having regard to the total velue of the land and the ether
eonsiderations, wus verY ru1h beyond anytbing thât could be
justified. The award should be reduced bY $1,200.

<The appellant co>rpany shotld have two-thirds of the coats of
the appeal.
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McCLURLE v. LANGLEY.

Company-IlZegal Acts of Director-Meeting of 8karehllders to
conlrmIqlsncionAbsnceof Frazc or Con.cealment-

Acts în.tra Vires of Compani-Amendment-Partiesl.

Motion by the plaintiffs, two of the shareholders of McClure
& Langley Liinited, for au interim injunction restraining the
defendant L 'angleY, also a shareholder. and director, from pro-
euring a meeting of the shareholders to be calle~d for the pur-
pose of confirming alleged illegal acts on his part, and restrain-


