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*MARKS v. ROCSAND CO. LIMITED.

Compamj-Direcior-Piymenti for Services as Manager-A ut horit y
for--Resolulion of Shareholders ai Special General Meeting-
Notice CaUing Meeinýg--Failure Lo Mention Special MaUters
Io Corine before Mecting-Meeting Irregularly Called--Otlarîo
Cornpamies Ad, sec. 46-Ail Shareholders not Present-Proxy
frorn Absentee net Produced-Extent of Auithority not shwn-
Jwolidit y of Resolution--Confirmation of Mfinutdes ai Subsequent
MIeeting-Effect of-Right of Plaintiff te Recever for Service

asý upon Quantum Meruit-Evdence--Corroboraion-Byoaw

Action to recn ver $1 ,200 for the plaintiff's sahi.ry as manager of
the defendant comipany from. the lSth June to the lSth December,
1918.

The action was tried without a jury at a Toronto sittings.
G. W. MasIon, for the plaintiff.
J. R. L. Starr, K.C., for the defendant eompany.

ORDE, J., in a written judgment, said th-at ini 1917 andl the
early part of 1918 the defendant eompany\'s aff airs were inacal
involved. At a'nmeeting of shareholders held on the( 28th May' ,
1018, the plaintiff, who then held 100 satres, umteda propo-
uition to pucae51 per cent. of the sto-k and 1 o adN ancc ýer-tai[n
momn' s to the, comprany. Thisprpoito resuilted Mil](th p)llintiff
a.nd K., one of the original incorporators anid already a h1older of
280 share,. together advancing certain mnone y s and arqiring
eosrtein additional shares, so thact hy ',he 120h Junei, 1918, the
plaintiff held 260 shares and K. 387, miaking 6417 11n ail out of the
1,»o0 iesued shares, thiereby givinig the, plaintifi and K. vonitrol.
The plaintiff said that ain arrangement wvas mnade with Ký. whoeby
the plaintiff -as to becomie generail mnanager of the eompany., and
h.. and K., as well a-s B., the, serretar-traurr were to lie re-
,nunvrated for, their sexie.'1 he plaintiff said that, lie was
sppoiaited mnaiger of the comipany' ini June, 1918, by K. alid B.
it ws admitted that there was,ý at that tiie, no meeting of the
directors, formiai or otheraise, at which the plintiff waas authorised
to act as manager; b)ut fromi the mniddle of Junie, 1918, the plaintiff
looked after the býusiness, of the cmanya its Toronto office,
B. b-eing at Erin, eethe plant w\as. It appeared Vo hav been
takoen for granted by the plainitiff and K. that, haiiN g -ontirol, they
ûouljd practivally unidertake flhe complete mnanagemient of the


