
THE ONTARIO WEEKLY NOTESç.

-RnmELL, T. :-The plaintiffs, two shareholders of the defend-.
ant company, sue on behaif of themselves and ail other the share-
holders of the company, making the company and the direetors
parties defendants. The statement of elaim alleges that at the
annual meeting held on the 27th January, 1910, a resolution was
illegally put and carried to seli out the plant of the comrpany (acreamery company) to the defendant Butler, the president, for
$650, whereas the property was worth much more-and thflat at thesanie meeting a resolution was "illegally and fraudu]eontly -'
passed for the -payînenit to the defendant direetors of $67) each forthir services. The relief claimed is an injunction r2siriingi the
c-arryiing ont of teeresolutions. A motion for an interimi iii-
joution was snage ine die to enable the company io hold aregular, ignra eeting and get rid of ail irregularity. Thius lias
been done, and( the, motion is now renewed before me.

If i, conteignded that the proceedings are in fraifd of the min-oritv sliarcholders;: but thai ie just a maîmner of spaigintended
foecrb the fai- thiat the majority of the shareholders con-
aiîder this coreto be for their own interests as against the
opliniion or the mninorit.y.

r (111n s1ee nohig indîcate friand in any other sevnse., so faras bbe niaterial goes. The transactions are such as the comrpany
,oufld legll o-e r othing, ilgal, criminal, or ultra vire's-
and in sunli cases no shaeodrsing for hiniscîf, or for- hiimlel
and othiers, hias any. locus standi:- Puckley, 9th ed., pp. 612, 613;
Tindle, Gth edlio., pp. 77L, 779, 781.

.\'o case has been made out for an interîi injuncition, and j,
18 admmiittedl that the dlefendfants; are mnen of substance.

Thbe miotioni wiIl be re(fiised with coats to the dlefendants in
1111Y evenit.

Thi.q is. of course, quite without prejudice to any cac:e thiat miay
N, mado at the trial.

*McMIIUA v. AST 'NISSOUJRI S.S. No. 3 PUTBLIC
SCIIOOL, rOABRD.

Public Schoos-Salary of Taar-bsneof ltrtlt A.-Iýrr
ment-u I Scrhoo1s Act, 1 Edwv. Vif. ch. 39, sac. 81 (Z-

Ap lby flhe defendants fromn fbb judgment of the CounivCourt of Oxford iri favour of flic pîsintif! in an action tricd with
il j lry.

*''lti rnsf will 4, reported la the Ontario TAw Reportx.


